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EXECUTIVE  SUMMARY 


This  Recreation  Technical  Support  Document  (TSD)  provides  data  on  recreation  use,  activities,  values 
and  benefits,  and  possible  problems  in  areas  that  could  be  affected  by  proposals  to  develop  an  air-to- 
ground  training  range  in  southwestern  Idaho.  It  also  provides  similar  types  of  data  regarding  an 
existing  training  range  located  near  Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base  (AFB)  in  Idaho.  The  proposed 
range  would  support  the  activities  of  the  Composite  Wing  at  Mountain  Home  AFB  and  the  Idaho  Air 
National  Guard  (IDANG)  at  Gowen  Field  in  Boise.  This  document  is  a  technical  adjunct  to  the  Idaho 
Training  Range  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS),  prepared  in  support  of  the  U.S.  Air 
Force's  environmental  impact  analysis  process  (EIAP)  concerning  the  development  of  a  tactical  training 
range  in  southwest  Idaho. 

The  purpose  of  this  Recreation  TSD  is  to  provide  an  account  of  the  recent  historic  use  of  the  proposed 
range  area  and  existing  range  in  terms  of  recreation.  Also  addressed  in  this  study  are  user  perceptions 
about  their  recreational  experience.  This  information  forms  the  baseline  conditions  which  can  be  used 
for  assessing  potential  impacts  from  the  proposed  development  and  use  of  a  tactical  training  range. 
Such  impacts  are  presented  in  the  Idaho  Training  Range  Draft  EIS. 

The  primary  element  in  this  study  consists  of  a  statistically  reliable  telephone  survey  conducted  to 
determine  the  number  of  users  of  the  areas  currently  and  potentially  affected  by  training  range 
activities.  Performed  by  Boise  State  University's  Survey  Research  Center,  this  survey  collected  data 
from  2,000  households  within  Idaho,  as  well  as  Nevada,  California,  Utah,  Montana,  and  Oregon. 

The  results  of  the  study  included: 

o  The  recreation  use  profile  for  an  existing  range  area  and  the  proposed  range  area  were 
virtually  identical. 

o  The  values  and  benefits  received  from  visiting  both  the  proposed  training  range  area 
and  existing  range  area  were  also  very  similar. 

o  The  proposed  training  range  area  is  visited  more  frequently  than  expected  based  on 
estimates  from  land  and  resource  management  agencies. 

o  Alternate  areas  providing  similar  recreation  experiences  exist  in  Idaho. 

o  Aircraft  overflights  are  perceived  as  a  problem  by  less  than  one-quarter  of  the  visitors. 
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1.0  INTRODUCTION 


The  Idaho  Training  Range  Draft  EIS  (Air  Force  1993)  describes  four  alternatives  for  developing  a  new 
air-to-ground  training  range  in  southwest  Idaho,  as  well  as  a  No-Action  alternative.  The  four 
alternatives  involving  range  development  include: 

(1)  Idaho  Training  Range  (1TR).  Consisting  of  two  separated  sets  of  target  areas,  and  six 
total  target  areas,  this  alternative  would  lie  about  70  miles  south  of  Boise,  Idaho.  One 
set  of  four  target  areas  would  comprise  the  North  ITR,  located  several  miles  north  of 
the  Owyhee  River,  east  of  Deep  Creek,  and  well  west  of  Battle  Creek.  Two  target 
areas,  situated  south  of  the  Owyhee  River,  would  comprise  the  South  ITR  (Figure  1). 
In  these  areas,  the  State  of  Idaho  is  proposing  to  develop,  operate,  and  maintain  a 
training  range.  The  land  for  the  targets  would  be  primarily  obtained  through  a  land 
exchange  with  the  U.S.  Department  of  Interior,  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM). 
Existing  state  lands  and  some  purchased  private  lands  would  be  incorporated  into  the 
range. 

(2)  Consolidated  Training  Range  (CTR).  The  CTR  would  consist  of  a  set  of  six  target 
areas  in  basically  the  same  location  as  the  North  ITR,  although  two  target  areas  would 
extend  slightly  further  south  (Figure  1).  The  State  of  Idaho  would  develop,  operate, 
and  maintain  this  range,  using  a  land  exchange  with  the  BLM  to  aggregate  sufficient 
acres  to  support  the  target  areas. 

(3)  North  ITR  and  Improved  Saylor  Creek  Range  (SCR).  Under  this  alternative,  the  state 
would  develop  the  North  ITR,  as  described  above  under  the  ITR  alternative.  In 
addition,  the  Air  Force  would  expand  the  existing  12,200  acre  exclusive  use  area  at 
SCR  to  accommodate  two  new  target  areas  within  the  existing  military  lands  (Figure 
1). 

(4)  South  ITR  and  Improved  SCR.  For  this  alternative,  the  state  would  develop  the  South 
ITR  only  and  the  Air  Force  would  expand  SCR,  as  described  above  (Figure  1). 

The  U.S.  Air  Force  is  conducting  the  Environmental  Impact  Analysis  Process  (EIAP)  with  regards  to 
this  proposed  action  and  alternatives.  This  Recreation  TSD  supports  the  EIAP  and  the  Federal  Land 
Policy  and  Management  Act  (FLPMA)  process  governing  the  proposed  land  exchange  in  determining 
potential  impacts  from  the  proposed  actions.  This  TSD  is  intended  as  a  supplement  to  the  EIS 
prepared  by  the  U.S.  Air  Force  in  cooperation  with  the  BLM,  State  of  Idaho,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  and  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines. 

The  Recreation  TSD  summarizes  existing  recreation  information  from  the  BLM,  Idaho  Fish  and  Game 
(IDFG),  the  U.S.  Forest  Service,  and  responses  to  a  telephone  survey  conducted  by  Boise  State 
University  (BSU)  Survey  Research  Center  specifically  for  this  project. 

Following  this  introduction,  this  document  briefly  presents  the  purpose  of  the  TSD  (Section  2.0)  and 
defines  the  areas  examined  in  this  study.  Section  3.0  describes  the  areas  with  regard  to  general 
recreation  patterns  defined  by  and  management  practices  performed  by  the  BLM  and  IDFG.  The  next 
section  (4.0)  summarizes  the  results  of  the  telephone  survey  conducted  by  the  BSU  Survey  Research 
Center.  Section  5.0  summarizes  the  conclusions  drawn  from  the  results  of  the  BSU  survey  regarding 
the  frequency  and  nature  of  recreation  use  in  these  areas,  as  well  as  the  implications  of  the  data  on  the 
relationship  of  the  quality  of  recreation  experiences  relative  to  existing  and  proposed  range  activities. 
Appendix  A  contains  the  complete  BSU  survey. 
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2.0  PURPOSE 


The  purpose  of  this  TSD  is  to  provide  baseline  information  on  recreation  for  assessing  the  effects  of 
the  proposed  action  and  alternatives  on  recreation  presented  in  the  Idaho  Training  Range  Draft  EIS. 
The  objective  of  the  study  was  to  ascertain  how  many  people  recreate  in  the  affected  area,  for  how 
long,  where  they  come  from,  what  the  visitors'  purpose  for  recreating  is,  and  what,  if  any,  are  the 
current  problems.  These  data  are  used  in  the  analysis  in  the  Draft  EIS. 

Due  to  the  dispersed  nature  of  outdoor  recreation,  accurate  annual  visitor  numbers  are  difficult  to 
obtain.  This  TSD  discusses  visitor  numbers  obtained  from  the  BLM  and  IDFG  and  describes  their 
current  management  practices  for  two  generalized  areas  of  Owyhee  County.  One  area  generally 
encompasses  the  components  of  the  proposed  ITR  (including  the  North  and  South  ITR  and  CTR)  and 
its  surroundings  and  consists  of  the  area  within  the  limits  defined  by  and/or  including  the  South  and 
East  Forks  of  the  Owyhee  River,  and,  Deep,  Battle,  Camas,  Pole,  and  Nickel  Creeks.  The  training 
range  alternatives  (ITR  and  CTR)  proposed  by  the  state  are  located  within  this  area.  The  other  area 
includes  the  existing  SCR  and  surroundings  and  consists  of  the  area  encompassed  by  and/or  including 
Sheep  Creek,  Clover  Creek,  Saylor  Creek,  Bruneau  River,  and  the  Jarbidge  River.  This  area  also 
encompasses  the  Improved  SCR  which  would  remain  within  the  boundaries  of  the  existing  military 
withdrawal  land.  Figure  2  outlines  the  two  study  areas  in  relation  to  the  proposed  restricted  airspace 
for  the  ITR  alternative,  including  the  separate  units  for  the  North  ITR  and  South  ITR.  This  study  area 
also  fully  encompasses  the  proposed  restricted  airspace  associated  with  the  CTR.  For  the  purposes  of 
this  document,  the  area  which  includes  the  ITR  and  CTR  alternatives  is  referred  to  as  the  ITR  area. 
These  proposed  restricted  airspace  units  are  significantly  larger  than  the  proposed  target  areas  that 
would  underlie  them.  This  figure  also  depicts  the  current  configuration  of  the  restricted  airspace  (R- 
3202A,  B,  and  C)  for  SCR.  Under  all  of  the  range  development  alternatives,  R-3202B  and  C  would  be 
eliminated. 

Both  of  the  ITR  and  SCR  areas  are  located  under  military  training  airspace,  which  permit  flights  to 
altitudes  of  100  feet  above  ground  level.  The  SCR  area  has  been  exposed  to  military  aircraft 
overflights  in  support  of  a  U.S.  Air  Force  training  range  since  World  War  II  and  with  greater 
frequency  since  1963.  The  ITR  area,  which  underlies  a  military  operations  area  (MOA),  is  the  area 
proposed  to  accommodate  a  new  training  range,  targets,  and  facilities.  It  also  has  been  in  use  by 
military  aircraft  since  World  War  II,  although  intensive  use  began  in  the  early  1960's. 
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3.0  AREA  OVERVIEW  AND  CURRENT  MANAGEMENT 


With  outdoor  recreation  activities  such  as  hunting,  fishing,  hiking,  and  camping  occurring  over  a  vast 
area,  obtaining  precise  visitor  use  estimates  is  a  challenge  to  the  public  land  managers.  The  BLM 
estimates  visitor  use  from  a  combination  of  sources  including  counts  from  patrolling,  collection  of 
volunteer  registration  forms,  interpolation  of  IDFG  hunting  data,  and  information  from  the  Idaho  State 
Comprehensive  Outdoor  Recreation  Plans  (SCORP). 

The  ITR  area  is  located  in  the  Owyhee  and  Bruneau  Resource  Areas  (RAs)  and  the  SCR  lies  in  the 
Jarbidge  RA  (Figure  3).  The  Owyhee  RA  includes  1.78  million  acres,  74  percent  of  which  are 
administered  by  the  BLM.  The  BLM  estimates  about  161,385  visits  occurred  in  1990  throughout  this 
resource  area.  With  regard  to  recreation  use  in  the  vicinity  of  the  ITR  area,  the  Owyhee  River 
Canyonlands,  which  includes  the  East  Fork,  South  Fork,  and  Main  Stem  of  the  Owyhee  River, 
received  about  1,900  visits  during  1990  (BLM  Recreation  Management  Information  System  1990). 
This  area  represents  the  only  readily  definable  area  within  the  vicinity  of  the  ITR  area  for  which  the 
BLM  has  recreation  statistics.  As  shown  in  Figure  3,  this  area  represents  only  a  small  percentage  of 
the  total  resource  area. 

The  Bruneau  RA  includes  3.1  million  acres,  74  percent  of  which  is  administrated  by  the  BLM.  The 
BLM  estimates  about  220,225  visits  occurred  in  the  resource  area  in  1990.  The  majority  of  the  ITR 
area  falls  within  the  Bruneau  RA.  Since  the  ITR  does  not  conform  to  any  readily  definable  area  for 
which  the  BLM  has  recreation  statistics,  no  user  data  for  this  area  was  available. 

SCR  lies  within  the  Jarbidge  RA.  The  Jarbidge  RA  includes  about  2.1  million  acres  of  which  81 
percent  is  administered  by  the  BLM.  The  BLM  estimates  about  74,150  visits  occurred  in  this  resource 
area  during  1990.  With  regard  to  recreation  use  in  the  vicinity  of  SCR,  the  Bruneau-Jarbidge  River 
system  within  the  Jarbidge  RA  received  approximately  760  visits  during  1990.  The  Bruneau-Jarbidge 
River  system  represents  the  only  readily  definable  area  within  the  vicinity  of  SCR  for  which  the  BLM 
has  recreation  statistics.  This  area  represents  only  a  small  percentage  of  the  total  resource  area  (refer 
to  Figure  3). 

The  BLM  and  IDFG  have  conducted  no  specific  studies  and  have  no  precise  data  on  recreation  use 
patterns  for  the  ITR  and  SCR  areas.  However,  the  BLM  suggests  that  25  years  of  observation  indicate 
that  hunting  represents  the  primary  activity  conducted  in  these  areas. 

The  BLM  manages  recreation  on  public  lands  by  using  the  Recreation  Opportunity  System  (ROS) 
classification  system.  The  ROS  provides  a  framework  by  which  outdoor  recreation  environments, 
activities,  and  experience  opportunities  can  be  organized  and  defined.  Underlying  the  ROS  is  the  basic 
assumption  that  quality  outdoor  recreation  is  best  satisfied  through  a  diverse  set  of  opportunities.  By 
providing  a  wide  range  of  settings,  varying  in  level  of  development,  access,  and  other  factors,  the 
broadest  segment  of  the  public  can  find  quality  recreational  experiences.  Although  the  notion  of 
quality  is  relative,  the  concept  of  quality  depends  on  basic  factors  such  as  what  experience  does  the 
individual  expect,  how  much  of  this  expectation  is  realized,  and  to  what  degree  is  the  visitor  satisfied 
by  the  experience.  The  ROS,  however,  is  used  only  as  a  management  practice  or  guideline,  it  is  not 
for  protective  land  use  purposes. 

The  ROS  framework  is  arranged  along  a  continuum  and  divided  into  six  general  classes  of  recreational 
settings:  Primitive,  Semi-Primitive  Non-Motorized,  Semi-Primitive  Motorized,  Roaded  Natural, 
Rural,  and  Urban.  Opportunities  for  experiences  along  the  spectrum  represent  a  range  from  a  high 
probability  of  solitude  and  self-reliance  to  a  very  social  experience  where  encounters  with  others  are 
expected. 

Within  the  ITR  area,  the  dominant  ROS  classification  is  Semi-Primitive  Non-Motorized.  This  class  is 
characterized  by  predominantly  natural  landscapes.  The  natural  setting  may  have  moderate 
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modifications  to  the  landscape,  but  they  do  not  draw  the  attention  of  observers  on  trails  or  primitive 
roads. 

The  BLM  uses  ROS  as  a  guideline  and  not  as  a  land  use  designation.  For  example,  ROS  Primitive  has 
been  classified  for  military  withdrawn  lands  in  SCR  along  the  Bruneau  River  Canyon.  Although 
subjected  to  military  training  overflights,  this  ROS  classification  indicates  that  the  BLM  has 
determined  that  solitude  values  can  still  be  found  in  this  area. 

The  SCR  area  is  characterized  by  a  network  of  primitive  roads;  the  predominant  ROS  is  Semi- 
Primitive  Motorized.  Due  to  SCR  activities  and  ranching  operations,  roads  in  the  SCR  area  are  more 
plentiful  and  in  better  condition  than  in  the  ITR  area.  Travel  in  the  ITR  area  is  slow  and  is 
recommended  for  4-wheel  drive,  all-terrain  vehicles  (ATVs)  or  other  types  of  off-highway  vehicles. 
There  are  no  developed  recreation  trails  in  the  ITR  area.  In  the  SCR  area,  a  portion  of  the  Idaho  State 
Centennial  Trail  extends  along  the  Bruneau  and  Jarbidge  Rivers.  This  trail  segment  follows  the  rim  of 
Bruneau  Canyon  to  its  junction  with  the  Jarbidge  River,  then  runs  along  the  rim  of  the  Jarbidge  River 
Canyon  terminating  at  Murphy  Hot  Springs. 

In  addition  to  using  the  ROS,  Special  Recreation  Management  Areas  (SRMAs)  are  established  in 
portions  of  a  resource  area  needing  special  management  attention  to  protect  sensitive  recreation/natural 
resource  values,  or  where  recreation  use  is  degrading  natural  resources  or  causing  conflicts  between 
user  groups.  Recreation  is  considered  the  principal  management  objective  in  a  SRMA. 

Two  SRMAs  are  located  in  the  ITR  study  area.  One  along  Deep  Creek  and  the  other  along  the  East 
Fork  Owyhee  River.  These  SRMAs  are  identified  because  of  their  primitive  recreation  and  natural 
resources  values. 

The  IDFG  is  responsible  for  wildlife,  and  hunting  and  fishing  activities.  Areas  of  responsibility  of 
IDFG  are  divided  into  regions  which  are  further  broken  down  into  game  management  units.  IDFG 
tracks  animal  populations  and  works  with  other  agencies  to  optimize  the  habitat/game  ratio. 

IDFG  tracks  hunter  information  by  setting  up  check  points  for  big  game  and  "wing  barrels"  for  upland 
game  and  fowl.  They  also  conduct  extensive  hunter  telephone  surveys  gathering  such  information  as 
hunting  locations,  hunter  success  rate,  days  per  hunt,  and  animals  seen  per  day. 

The  ITR  area  includes  parts  of  IDFG's  Game  Management  Unit  42.  Approximately  24  percent  of  the 
unit  is  contained  within  the  proposed  ITR  Restricted  Area,  and  about  4  percent  within  the  target  areas. 
Bighorn  sheep,  deer,  antelope,  mountain  lion,  and  upland  game  are  hunted  in  this  area.  In  1991, 
approximately  435  people  hunted  for  deer  in  Unit  42  with  a  30  percent  success  rate.  The  average  days 
per  hunter  for  deer  was  about  three.  The  area  is  also  a  part  of  a  controlled  hunt  area  (hunt  area  442) 
for  antelope.  In  1991,  approximately  100  permits  were  issued  with  an  86  percent  success  rate.  The 
season  for  hunting  varies  by  animal  and  equipment  used.  For  general  deer  hunting,  the  season  runs 
from  the  first  week  in  October  to  the  end  of  the  month.  For  antelope,  the  season  runs  from  the  last 
week  in  September  to  the  last  week  in  October.  For  upland  game  birds  the  season  generally  runs  from 
mid-September  through  December. 

Bighorn  sheep  hunting  takes  place  predominantly  in  the  South  ITR  area.  Hunting  for  bighorn  sheep 
occurs  primarily  around  the  canyon  areas  of  the  East  Fork  Owyhee  River,  Battle  Creek,  and  Deep 
Creek.  Two  controlled  hunts  for  bighorn  sheep  were  held  in  1991/1992  season:  hunt  number  742-1, 
August  30  to  September  14;  and  hunt  number  742-2,  September  22  to  October  8.  A  total  of  24 
permits  were  issued,  with  19  bighorns  harvested. 

The  SCR  area  is  in  Game  Management  Units  46  and  41  for  big  game  and  Region  3  for  upland  game. 
Unit  46  contains  portions  of  Elmore,  Owyhee,  and  Twin  Falls  Counties.  Unit  41  is  west  of  Unit  46  in 
Owyhee  County  (refer  to  Figure  2).  In  1991,  approximately  645  hunters  used  Unit  46  with  a  33 
percent  success  rate.  The  average  days  per  hunter  for  deer  was  about  4  days.  For  Unit  41, 
approximately  510  hunters  used  this  area  with  a  51  percent  success  rate.  The  average  days  per  hunter 
was  just  under  4  days.  No  exact  figures  exist  for  upland  game  for  this  unit. 
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4.0  BSU  VISITOR  USE  SURVEY 


4.1  BACKGROUND  AND  METHODOLOGY 

Although  much  of  the  visitor  data  collected  from  the  BLM  and  other  sources  is  valuable,  some 
discrepancies  existed  regarding  exactly  how  many  people  were  recreating  in  the  ITR  and  SCR  areas. 
Part  of  this  problem  lies  in  the  fact  that  the  area  is  remote  and  has  no  developed  facilities.  The  other 
reason  for  these  discrepancies  stems  from  the  lack  of  previous  systematic  studies  seeking  accurate 
recreation  use  data.  The  BSU  Survey  Research  Center  performed  a  telephone  survey  for  the  purpose 
of  finding  out  how  many  people  recreate  in  certain  parts  of  Owyhee  County,  specifically  the  area 
around  SCR  and  the  proposed  ITR.  A  secondary  purpose  was  to  obtain  patterns  of  visitors  use  and 
benefits  or  values  received  from  a  recreation  experience. 

The  areas  in  Owyhee  County  used  to  analyze  recreation  visits  were  divided  into  the  two  areas  shown  as 
the  gray  areas  on  Figure  2.  Since  SCR  has  been  in  use  as  a  military  training  range  since  World  War 
II1,  this  survey  offered  the  opportunity  for  a  comparison  between  an  existing  training  range  and  a 
proposed  training  range. 

A  number  of  concerns  regarding  recreation  were  raised  during  the  EIAP  for  the  Proposals  for  the  Air 
Force  in  Idaho  EIS  and  the  Idaho  Training  Range  Draft  EIS.  These  concerns  included  potential  loss  of 
access  and  recreation  areas,  noise  from  aircraft  overflights,  and  road  improvements.  A  survey 
questionnaire  was  developed  with  the  coordination  of  resource  staff  from  Science  Applications 
International  Corporation  (SAIC),  BLM,  and  the  BSU  Survey  Research  Center  to  clarify  the  frequency 
and  nature  of  recreation  use  in  the  areas,  so  that  these  concerns  could  be  addressed  accurately.  A 
geographic  sampling  universe  of  a  200-mile  radius  from  the  ITR  area  was  defined  that  would  represent 
the  visitors  to  the  ITR  and  SCR  areas.  Definition  of  the  sampling  universe  was  based  on  a 
combination  of  factors.  First,  the  U.S.  Department  of  Transportation  estimates  that,  on  average,  a 
person  will  travel  about  80  miles  for  recreation  or  vacation  purposes  (U.S.  Department  of 
Transportation  1990).  The  second  factor  was  a  study  done  by  Reed  and  Villasenor  (1982)  that 
demonstrated  that  recreation  locations  at  distances  requiring  more  than  2  hours  travel  (driving  time) 
from  the  place  of  residence  are  not  heavily  used,  except  for  very  popular,  developed  recreation  sites  or 
areas  of  unique  attraction  such  as  National  Parks.  The  third  factor  included  personal  communications 
with  the  BLM,  IDFG,  and  reviewing  registration  lists  for  boating  and  hunting  activities.  (For  more 
information  regarding  questionnaire  methodology,  see  Appendix  A.) 

The  survey  was  designed  to  ensure  a  focus  on  the  use  of  the  study  areas,  and  to  avoid  the  potential  for 
biased  results  from  user  data  from  popular  locations  nearby,  but  not  within  the  study  areas  (e.g.,  C.J. 
Strike  Reservoir,  Owyhee  Reservoir,  Bruneau  Dunes  State  Park).  To  prevent  this  bias,  qualification  as 
a  visitor  or  user  of  the  study  areas  was  rigorous.  Only  those  respondents  who  mentioned  one  or  more 
of  a  set  of  sites  that  lie  within  the  study  areas  were  considered  visitors  or  users.  Also,  they  were 
required  to  provide  sufficient  detail  on  the  visit  to  ensure  that  they  had  specific  knowledge  of  the  site 
or  sites  within  the  study  areas. 

Survey  results  showed  that,  based  on  trips  over  the  last  10  years,  the  median  distance  respondents 
traveled  to  either  the  ITR  or  SCR  area  was  84  miles.  Approximately  75.7  percent  traveled  less  than 
150  miles,  and  only  10.2  percent  traveled  300  miles  or  more.  Just  under  half,  49.5  percent  of  the 
visitors,  traveled  from  75  to  99  miles.  The  concentration  of  more  local  visitors  follows  the 
Department  of  Transportation’s  statistic  that  suggests  most  people  will  travel  80  miles  to  recreate. 


SCR,  in  its  current  configuration  has  been  in  use  since  1963. 
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4.2 


ANNUAL  VISITOR  USE 


In  order  to  compile  an  annual  visitor  count,  a  representative  year  which  showed  typical  recreation  use 
had  to  be  chosen.  Through  in-depth  comparisons  of  the  three  most  recent  visits  by  the  surveyed 
individuals,  1991  was  used  as  the  representative  year.  The  survey  estimates  that  18,807  persons 
visited  the  ITR  area  and  about  22,541  persons  visited  the  SCR  area.  The  survey  also  documented  that 
8,700  persons  visited  both  the  ITR  areas  and  SCR  area  on  the  same  trip  in  1991.  Therefore,  a  net 
visitor  count  for  both  areas  is  about  32,700  persons. 

Since  drought  conditions  in  the  past  six  years  may  have  influenced  trips  to  either  of  the  areas,  the 
number  of  trips  taken  was  also  investigated.  Despite  the  drought  conditions  from  approximately  1985 
through  1992,  visitation  appears  to  have  remained  consistent  with  pre-drought  conditions.  According 
to  the  surveys,  a  typical  household  that  used  these  areas  took  11  different  trips  to  either  the  ITR  or 
SCR  areas  in  the  last  10  years.  Therefore,  even  though  drought  conditions  might  have  precluded  a 
recreation  activity  such  as  boating  on  the  rivers,  other  activities  were  engaged  in  instead. 

4.3  SUMMARY  OF  USE  PATTERNS 


Information  presented  below  summarizes  the  usage  patterns  of  visitors  for  the  three  most  recent  visits 
within  the  past  ten  years.  Information  was  gathered  from  the  last  10  years  as  this  would  accommodate 
the  influences  of  the  drought  period  for  the  past  6  years.  The  BSU  telephone  survey  and  a  more 
complete  listing  of  the  results  can  be  found  in  Appendix  A. 


Respondents  were  first  asked  if  they  had  visited  Owyhee  County  in  the  past  10  years.  Approximately 
247  or  12.4  percent  of  the  2,000  households  surveyed  responded  affirmatively.  The  respondents  were 
then  asked  to  confirm  the  specific  sites  in  the  area  they  visited.  A  site  list  was  given  for  the  ITR  area, 
the  SCR  area,  and  other  areas  outside  of  the  ITR  and  SCR  areas  that  were  known  to  be  popular.  The 
listed  locations  included  recognizable  place  names,  mostly  associated  with  drainages.  However,  the 
uplands  and  desert  areas  between  and  adjacent  to  these  locations  were  also  considered  in  the  survey. 
Respondents  were  also  given  the  option  of  volunteering  answers  not  on  the  list.  The  areas  on  the  site 
list  are  given  below. 


ITR  Area 


SCR  Area 


Other 


Owyhee  River  (S.  Fork) 

Owyhee  River  (E.  Fork) 

Deep  Creek 

Battle  Creek 

Camas  Creek 

Pole  Creek 

Nickel  Creek 


Sheep  Creek 
Clover  Creek 
Bruneau  River 
Jarbidge  River 
Saylor  Creek 


Owyhee  River  (Main) 
Owyhee  River  (North  Fork) 
Juniper  Mountain  Battle 
Juniper  Basin 
Jacks  Creek 
Murphy  Hot  Springs 


For  both  trips  taken  in  the  last  10  years  and  the  three  most  recent  trips,  the  most  popular  sites  for 
visiting  were  the  river  areas.  Sheep  Creek  and  the  Bruneau  and  Jarbidge  Rivers  were  the  most  popular 
for  the  SCR  area  2.  The  Owyhee  River  was  the  most  popular  for  the  ITR  area.  These  river  canyon 
areas  offer  more  diverse  scenery  than  the  open  plains  and  provide  water  that  attracts  wildlife.  For  both 
the  ITR  and  SCR  areas,  most  of  the  river  canyon  areas  have  protective  land  use  designations,  such  as  a 
Wilderness  Study  Area  (WSA)  or  an  Area  of  Critical  Environmental  Concern  (ACEC),  that  recognize 
their  value  for  wildlife  habitat,  scenery,  and  primitive  recreation  resources. 


On  average,  the  median  number  of  household  members  making  a  trip  was  2  persons.  This  median  was 
true  for  both  the  ITR  and  SCR  areas.  The  number  of  days  visited  in  these  areas  was  also  about  the 
same  for  the  two  areas.  The  average  trip  length  for  the  ITR  area  was  2.33  days  and  for  SCR  about 
2.06  days.  This  would  suggest  that  most  people  are  visiting  for  a  weekend  excursion. 


Murphy  Host  springs  was  listed  as  the  second  most  popular  area.  However,  this  area  is  out  of  the  SCR  region  of  influence  and, 
because  it  is  a  popular  destination  for  recreation,  was  listed  to  guide  the  responder  to  Owyhee  County. 
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4.4 


ACTIVITIES 


This  portion  of  the  survey  addressed  the  activities  conducted  during  the  visit.  The  six  most 
predominant  visitor  activities  listed  for  both  the  ITR  and  SCR  areas  were  fishing,  hiking,  sightseeing, 
hunting,  car  camping,  and  boating.  Fishing  was  the  most  frequently  cited  activity  in  these  areas.  This 
appears  inconsistent  with  BLM  and  IDFG  observations.  Although  not  based  on  studies  of  these  areas, 
the  BLM  and  IDFG  suggest  that  hunting  rather  than  fishing  forms  the  most  frequent  activity  conducted 
in  the  ITR  and  SCR  study  areas.  They  cite  two  factors  to  support  this  assessment:  (1)  Neither  the  ITR 
or  SCR  area  contains  much  water  most  of  the  year;  and  (2)  the  available  water  in  these  area  tends  to 
occur  in  deep,  relatively  inaccessible  canyons. 

Two  hypotheses  could  explain  the  differences  between  the  results  of  this  survey  and  the  BLM  and 
IDFG  observations.  First,  the  trends  in  recreation  use  of  these  areas  may  have  changed  subtly  in  the 
past  10  years,  with  fishing  becoming  a  predominant  activity  despite  some  limiting  conditions.  Such 
subtle  changes  would  not  be  readily  observable  without  a  study  of  this  kind  which  measures  visitor  use 
and  activities.  Second,  although  fishing  was  the  most  frequently  cited  activity,  it  may  not  have  been 
the  sole  purpose  of  the  trip.  The  survey  respondent  likely  engaged  in  a  variety  of  activities  of  which 
fishing  was  one. 


Below  are  the  activities  and  percent  of  respondents  who  engaged  in  these  activities  during  the  three 
most  recent  visits.  As  the  totals  exceed  100  percent,  it  is  clear  that  a  visit  commonly  involved  more 
than  one  activity. 

Activities  ITR  Area(%)  SCR  Area(% ) 


Fishing 
Hiking 
Sightseeing 
Hunting 
Car  Camping 


60.2 

51.6 

40.6 

40.7 

41.4 

39.0 

29.3 

23.1 

21.1 

15.9 

Other  activities  were  listed  but  had  too  few  respondents  to  make  the  numbers  statistically  reliable. 
Boating  was  listed  as  sixth  on  the  list  with  low  percentage  of  response  (12.8%  in  ITR  and  11.5%  in 
SCR).  This  suggests  that  boating  is  occurring,  but  at  lower  levels  compared  to  other  activities.  Other 
activities  listed  included  rock  collecting,  wildlife  viewing,  photography,  backpacking,  off-highway 
driving,  snowmobiling,  and  cross-country  skiing. 

4.5  VALUES  AND  BENEFITS  MOTIVATING  A  VISIT 


The  questionnaire  also  examined  the  values  motivating  visits  to  the  SCR  and  ITR  areas.  A  list  of 
possible  values  or  benefits  motivating  the  visits  was  read  to  the  respondents.  Choices  were  offered  in 
the  form  of  a  rating  scale  with  the  statistical  values  noted  in  parentheses:  Very  important  (4), 
moderately  important  (3),  slightly  important  (2),  or  not  important  at  all  (1).  Results  that  were  rated 
"very  important"  or  "moderately  important"  are  listed  below  (in  order  of  importance): 

ITR  Area  SCR  Area 

Viewing  wildlife  Viewing  wildlife 

Being  close  to  nature  Being  close  to  nature 

Being  with  family  and  friends  in  the  outdoors  Viewing  the  scenic  beauty  of  the  area 

Viewing  the  scenic  beauty  of  the  area  Experiencing  the  quiet  and  the  solitude 

Experiencing  the  quiet  and  the  solitude  Being  with  family  and  friends  in  the 

outdoors 

These  results  indicate  that  the  perceived  benefits  from  each  of  these  areas  are  about  the  same.  The  data 
suggest  that  visits  to  the  SCR  area,  which  has  been  used  as  an  Air  Force  training  range  since  World 
War  II,  delivers  the  same  perceived  values  or  benefits  as  visits  to  the  ITR  area.  Although  exposed  to 
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military  aircraft  activities,  the  ITR  area  does  not  receive  as  concentrated  use  as  the  SCR  area.  This 
result  is  similar  to  the  results  of  the  U.S.  Forest  Service's  study  on  visitor  use  and  overflights,  that 
concluded  aircraft  noise  did  not  appreciably  impair  Wilderness  Area  users'  overall  enjoyment  of  their 
visits  to  Wilderness  Areas,  nor  reduce  their  likelihood  of  repeat  visits  (U.S.  Forest  Service  1992). 

The  BSU  questionnaire  also  examined  the  perceived  uniqueness  and  values  motivating  visits  to  SCR 
and  ITR  relative  to  recreation  opportunities  and  use.  Implicit  in  this  question  is  the  notion  that  if  the 
area  is  unique  in  its  ability  to  deliver  important  values  or  benefits,  the  existence  of  other  such  areas 
outside  of  Owyhee  County  would  be  low.  However,  the  results  showed  that  more  than  70  percent  of 
the  visitors  said  there  were  other  places  where  they  would  go  for  the  same  activities  and  experiences. 
Furthermore,  these  other  places  are  rated  by  visitors  as  comparable  to  the  ITR  and  SCR  areas.  Of  the 
70  percent  of  visitors,  more  than  80  percent  said  that  the  alternative  areas  were  in  Idaho. 

4.6  POTENTIAL  PROBLEMS  WHILE  RECREATING 

Problems  encountered  while  recreating  were  also  addressed  in  the  survey.  A  list  of  problem  statements 
was  developed  through  comments  made  during  public  scoping  sessions  and  meetings  with  the  BLM, 
describing  conditions  that  visitors  might  perceive  to  be  problems.  A  rating  scale  was  used:  Much, 
Some,  Little,  or  None  at  all. 

Possible  problems  encountered  on  trips  taken  in  the  last  10  years  are  listed  below  in  Table  1.  The 
numbers  shown  represent  the  percentage  of  respondents  who  considered  these  experiences  as  problems, 
and  the  degree  to  which  the  problem  affected  their  experiences. 


Table  1 


Possible  Problems  Encountered  by  Recreationists  in  the  Past  10  Years 

(by  percent) 

ITR  SCR 


Much 

Some 

Little 

None 

Much 

Some 

Little 

None 

Poor  Roads 

10 

23 

21 

44 

9 

21 

24 

46 

Limited  Access 

13 

16 

20 

47 

13 

14 

17 

53 

Unavailability  of  Toilet 
Facilities 

7 

24 

17 

50 

7 

25 

15 

51 

Not  Enough  Water  for 
Enjoyable  Boating 

9 

14 

13 

57 

9 

13 

10 

60 

Too  Much  Livestock 

8 

12 

7 

71 

10 

13 

10 

67 

Airplanes  Flying  Overhead 

7 

15 

15 

60 

7 

15 

13 

62 

Lack  of  Game 

4 

14 

14 

63 

6 

15 

13 

62 

Too  Many  Other  Visitors 

6 

8 

24 

62 

6 

7 

22 

64 

Unsafe  Water  for  Drinking 
or  Cooking 

8 

10 

8 

69 

9 

10 

10 

68 

Note:  Numbers  have  been  rounded  to  whole  numbers.  The  percentage  of  respondents  who  did  not  answer  the  question  are  not  listed. 


As  Table  1  indicates,  over  70  percent  of  the  potential  problems  encountered  were  not  rated  above  a 
"Little"  problem.  For  both  the  ITR  and  SCR  areas,  the  highest  rated  problems  were  poor  roads, 
unavailability  of  toilet  facilities,  and  limited  access.  However,  these  experiences  were  not  considered 
problems  by  the  majority  of  respondents. 
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5.0  CONCLUSION 


The  total  number  of  visits  in  1991  to  the  ITR  and  SCR  areas  were  approximately  18,807  and  22,541, 
respectively.  Although  no  direct  comparisons  can  be  made  to  previous  user  data,  the  BSU  survey 
estimates  are  higher  than  expected.  People  are  participating  in  recreation  activities  not  previously 
identified  as  a  high-use  activity  (i.e.,  fishing,  hiking,  sightseeing).  The  data  suggest  that  these  areas 
appeal  to  a  broader  representation  of  the  population,  not  just  hunters  and  boaters  who  were  identified 
as  the  predominant  users  of  the  area. 

In  the  past  10  years,  visitors  averaged  one  trip  to  the  SCR  or  ITR  areas  per  year.  Even  though 
drought  conditions  have  persisted  since  1985,  recreation  in  these  areas  continues.  The  most  popular 
activities  in  both  the  ITR  and  SCR  were  fishing,  hiking,  sightseeing,  hunting,  and  camping. 

The  average  trip  length  was  about  two  days  for  both  the  ITR  and  SCR  areas.  This  suggests  that  most 
people  are  visiting  the  areas  for  weekend  trips. 

The  SCR  area  exhibits  the  same  values  and  benefits  motivating  a  trip  as  the  ITR  area.  Both  areas  are 
sought  by  visitors  for  their  opportunities  for  viewing  wildlife,  being  close  to  nature,  scenic  beauty, 
quiet  and  solitude,  and  being  with  family  and  friends.  Few  potential  problems  were  identified. 

Approximately  33  percent  of  the  respondents  rated  poor  roads  as  the  primary  problem  identified  for  the 
ITR  area.  With  regard  to  SCR,  approximately  32  percent  of  the  respondents  rated  the  unavailability  of 
toilet  facilities  as  a  problem.  Aircraft  flying  overhead  was  identified  as  a  problem  by  the  same 
percentage  of  respondents  (22  percent)  for  the  ITR  as  for  the  SCR.  For  both  the  ITR  and  SCR  areas, 
the  highest-rated  problems  were  poor  roads,  unavailability  of  toilet  facilities,  and  limited  access. 

The  BSU  survey  data  shows  that  both  the  ITR  and  SCR  areas  offer  and  provide  the  same  recreation 
opportunities  and  are  valued  for  the  same  recreation  experiences,  even  though  the  SCR  area  has  been 
associated  with  a  training  range  for  over  30  years.  This  suggests  that  although  military  range  activity 
may  be  perceived  as  conflicting  with  some  primitive  recreation  experiences,  valuable  recreation 
experiences  can  still  be  achieved  in  an  area  surrounding  a  training  range. 
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EXECUTIVE  SUMMARY 


A  visitor  use  survey  was  conducted  for  certain  portions  of  Owyhee 
County  in  southwestern  Idaho.  The  primary  purpose  of  the  survey 
was  to  estimate  the  number  persons  recreating  in  certain  areas  per 
year.  A  secondary  purpose  was  to  determine  patterns  of  visitor's 
use  and  the  benefits  or  values  they  receive  from  the  experience. 


The  portions  of  Owyhee  County  used  to  analyze  recreation  visits 
were  divided  into  two  areas.  One  is  described  as  the  Idaho 
Training  Range  (ITR)  Area  and  consists  of  the  area  within  the 
limits  defined  by  and/or  including  these  sites:  South  Fork  of  the 
Owyhee  River,  East  Fork  of  the  Owyhee  River,  Deep  Creek,  Battle 
Creek,  Camas  Creek,  Pole  Creek,  and  Nickel  Creek.  The  other  area 
is  described  as  the  Saylor  Creek  Range  (SCR)  Area  and  consists  of 
the  area  encompassed  by  and/or  including  these  sites:  Sheep  Creek, 
Clover  Creek,  Bruneau  River,  Jarbidge  River,  and  Saylor  Creek.  One 
(SCR)  has  been  used  as  an  U.S.  Air  Force  training  range  for  over 
thirty  years:  the  other  (ITR)  includes  areas  proposed  to 
accommodate  a  new  training  range  targets  and  facilities.  The  ITR 
Area  underlies  airspace  which  has  been  used  for  military  training 
for  more  than  thirty  years. 


The  survey  interviewed  adults  representative  of  2,000  randomly 
selected  households  within  roughly  a  200  mile  radius  of  the  ITR 
Area.  This  sampling  area  was  selected  in  the  design  of  the  study 
based  on  tourism  industry  statistics.  Interviews  were  conducted  by 
telephone  evenings  and  weekends  during  the  period  of  September  16 
to  October  1,  1992.  The  co-operation  rate  was  39%  -  that  percent 
of  all  households  contacted  agreed  to  be  interviewed.  A  sample  of 
this  size  and  quality  produced  survey  data  with  an  error  range  of 
+/-  2.2%  at  the  95%  level  of  confidence. 


Qualification  as  a  "visitor"  was  rigorous.  In  order  to  be 
qualified  as  a  visitor,  respondents  had  to  mention  visiting  at 
least  one  specific  site  in  either  the  ITR  Area  or  the  SCR  Area  and 
be  able  to  describe  the  visit  in  some  detail. 


The  survey  estimates  that  18,800  persons  visited  the  ITR  Area  in 
1991.  About  22,500  persons  are  estimated  to  have  visited  the  SCR 
Area  in  1991.  Since  8,600  of  these  persons  visited  both  areas  in 
the  same  visit,  the  unduplicated  estimate  of  visitors  to  either 
area  was  about  32,700  persons  in  1991. 


Both  the  areas  are  used  primarily  by  persons  living  relatively 
close  -  just  over  50%  of  the  visitors  surveyed  lived  within  100 
miles  of  the  areas.  This  discovery  is  important  because  the 
sampling  area  for  the  study  had  to  consider  a  number  of  factors. 
If  the  percent  of  visitors  coming  from  the  immediate  area  was  low, 
it  would  have  suggested  many  visitors  could  be  coming  from  outside 
the  sampling  area.  However,  since  the  study  found  such  a  high 
percent  of  visitors  coming  from  the  immediate  area,  it  can  safely 
be  judged  that  the  number  of  visitors  coming  from  outside  the 
sampling  area  of  the  survey  is  quite  low. 


Based  on  the  study,  the  visits  tend  to  be  day  or  weekend  trips  with 
fishing  as  the  predominate  activity.  Thus,  the  activities  are 
concentrated  in  and  along  rivers  and  streams  that  can  support 
fishing.  Other  acivities  included  (in  order  of  predominance)  were 
hiking,  sightseeing,  hunting,  car  camping,  and  boating.  Less  than 
2%  of  the  visitors  surveyed  mentioned  using  the  services  of  an 
outfitter  or  guide.  Such  guides  and  outfitters  primarily  provide 
a  service  to  boaters  in  these  areas. 


The  survey  also  probed  the  perceived  uniqueness  of  the  ITR  and  SCR 
Areas  relative  to  recreation  opportunities  and  use.  The  results 
indicate  that  there  are  other  places  where  visitors  go  for  the  same 
activities  and  do  experience  the  same  benefits  or  values  as  those 
enjoyed  in  the  ITR  and  SCR  Areas.  Furthermore,  these  other  places 
are  rated  by  these  visitors  as  comparable  to  the  ITR  and  SCR  Areas. 
Therefore,  should  visitors  to  the  ITR  or  SCR  Areas  want  to  find  an 
alternative  location,  options  are  readily  available  which  represent 
no  perceived  loss  in  experience. 


The  ITR  Area  and  the  SCR  Area  recreation  use  profiles  are  virtually 
identical.  This  observation  takes  on  meaning  when  it  is  realized 
that  the  SCR  Area  has  been  used  as  an  U.S.  Air  Force  training  range 
for  over  thirty  years.  When  asked  specifically  about  low  flying 
aircraft  being  a  problem,  visitors  to  both  areas  rated  the  problem 
to  be  low  with  absolutely  no  difference  measured  between  the  two 
areas . 


It  can  be  concluded  from  this  survey  that,  while  visitor  use  of  the 
ITR  Area  is  much  higher  than  projected  by  previous  estimates,  the 
pattern  of  this  visitor  use  is  not  any  different  from  that  of  the 
SCR  Area  which  has  been  used  as  an  U.S.  Air  Force  training  range 
for  over  thirty  years. 
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INTRODUCTION 


Background 


The  U.S.  Air  Force  is  currently  conducting  an  environmental 
analysis  of  a  proposed  training  range  and  alternatives  in 
southwestern  Idaho.  In  determining  the  effects  of  these  proposals, 
several  issues  need  to  be  addressed  in  regard  to  recreation.  For 
example,  how  many  people  recreate  in  the  area,  for  how  long,  where 
do  they  come  from,  what  activities  do  they  engage  in,  and  what  are 
the  benefits  or  values  sought  from  the  experience.  Therefore,  the 
purpose  of  the  this  survey  was  to  answer  many  of  these  questions. 


The  subject  area  for  the  survey  encompassed  much  of  Owyhee  County, 
but  focused  on  the  areas  under  consideration  for  the  proposed 
training  facilities  and  on  the  existing  training  range.  The  Idaho 
Training  Range  (ITR)  Area  is  the  name  given  to  the  area  of  the 
proposed  range  and  includes  elements  of  alternatives.  It  consists 
of  the  area  encompassing  these  specific  sites:  South  Fork  of  the 
Owyhee  River,  East  Fork  of  the  Owyhee  River,  Deep  Creek,  Battle 
Creek,  Camas  Creek,  Pole  Creek,  and  Nickel  Creek. 


The  second  area,  named  the  Saylor  Creek  Training  Range  (SCR)  Area, 
lies  east  the  ITR  Area  and  includes  an  existing  training  range. 
Its  use  as  a  training  range  goes  back  to  World  War  II  but  it  has 
been  used  in  its  current  configuration  since  1963.  It  consists  of 
the  area  encompassing  these  specific  sites:  Sheep  Creek,  Clover 
Creek,  Bruneau  River,  Jarbidge  River,  and  Saylor  Creek. 


The  number  of  people  using  these  areas  and  for  what  purposes, 
benefits  or  values  has  not  been  documented  thoroughly  in  the  past. 
The  best  estimates  prior  to  this  study  varied  depending  on 
activity.  Idaho  Fish  &  Game  (IDF&G)  reported  435  hunters,  while 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM)  reported  650  visits  by  boaters, 
hikers,  and  campers  in  the  Owyhee  River  canyon  lands.  Little  was 
known  about  what  else  in  the  region  may  bring  these  people  to  the 
area  (if  they  have  come  from  afar)  or  how  long  they  stayed  in  the 
area.  No  defensible  data  or  consensus  existed  about  the  accuracy 
of  these  numbers,  where  these  people  come  from,  or  their  patterns 
of  use  of  the  area. 
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Objectives 


The  primary  objective  of  this  survey  was  to  produce  accurate  data 
about  the  number  of  people  per  year  who  use  the  ITR  and  SCR  Areas 
for  recreation. 

Secondary  objectives  of  the  survey  included  determining: 


1.  What  are  the  patterns  of  visitor's  use  and  the  benefits  or 
values  they  receive  from  the  visit  experience? 

2.  For  how  many  of  these  people  is  the  subject  area  the  only 
or  the  preferred  place  where  their  experienced  uses, 
benefits  or  values  can  be  satisfied? 


Methodology 


A  detailed  description  of  the  methodology  is  included  in  the 
Appendix  to  this  report.  This  is  a  summary  of  the  methodology. 


The  objectives  of  the  study  were  translated  into  information  needs 
from  which  a  questionnaire  was  developed.  The  questionnaire  was 
developed  with  the  co-operation  of  SAIC  staff,  John  Benedict  from 
BLM,  and  Wally  Meyer,  a  retired  BLM  resource  person.  A  condensed 
and  annotated  version  of  the  computer  questionnaire  is  in  the 
Appendix  to  this  report. 


The  design  of  sample  plan  needed  to  start  with  a  definition  of  a 
sampling  universe.  Some  limits  had  to  be  set  in  order  to  know  what 
geographical  area  the  survey  represented  in  measuring  visits  to  the 
ITR  and  SCR  areas.  The  sampling  universe  was  defined  by  judgement 
as  all  households  within  roughly  a  200  mile  radius  from  the  ITR 
Area.  This  initial  distance  was  defined  on  a  combination  of 
factors.  First,  the  U.S.  Department  of  Transportation  estimates 
that  on  average,  a  person  will  travel  about  80  miles  for  recreation 
or  vacation  purposes  (U.S.  Department  of  Transportation,  1990). 
The  second  factor  was  a  study  done  by  Reed  and  Villasenor  (1982) 
which  demonstrated  that  recreation  facilities  at  distances 
requiring  more  than  2  hours  travel  (driving  time)  from  the  place  of 
residence  are  not  heavily  used  except  for  very  popular  developed 
recreation  sites  or  areas  of  unique  attraction  such  as  a  national 
park.  The  third  factor  was  from  personal  communications  with  the 
BLM,  IDF&G  and  reviewing  registration  lists.  Counties  from  Nevada 
and  Montana  were  included  as  these  areas  had  known  visitors  to  the 
ITR  Area. 
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Since  there  are  few  facilities  in  the  area,  it  was  assumed  that 
most  of  the  visits  to  the  area  would  be  day  trips.  The  final 
definition  of  the  sampling  area  was  designed  to  extend  well  beyond 
a  day  trip  distance.  This  made  the  sampling  plan  less  dependent  on 
the  day  trip  assumption  and  included  the  possiblility  of 
identifying  visitors  from  a  more  extended  area. 


There  are  a  total  of  1,700,000  persons  or  629,000  households  in  the 
area  defined  as  the  sampling  universe.  Telephone  interviews  were 
conducted  with  an  adult  representative  of  2,000  randomly  selected 
households  proportionately  distributed  by  county.  The  co-operation 
rate  was  39%  -  that  percent  of  all  households  contacted  agreed  to 
be  interviewed.  Details  concerning  the  sample  are  in  the  Appendix 
to  this  report.  A  sample  of  this  type  and  size  produced  survey 
data  with  an  error  range  of  +/-  2.2  %  at  the  95%  level  of 
confidence.  That  statistical  statement  means  that  the  odds  are  95 
in  100  that  estimates  and  projections  made  from  this  data  are 
within  2.2%  of  what  would  be  determined  if  all  of  households  in  the 
sampling  area  had  been  interviewed  -  not  just  2,000. 


Interviewing  was  conducted  evenings  and  weekends  during  the  period: 
September  16  -  October  1,  1992.  All  interviewing  was  conducted  by 
trained  and  experienced  student  interviewers  working  under 
supervision  by  staff  members  of  the  Survey  Research  Center. 
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SUMMARY  OF  FINDINGS 


When  focused  on  estimating  visitors  to  the  ITR  and  SCR  Areas,  the 
findings  from  this  survey  are  very  simple.  The  findings  become 
more  complicated  when  describing  the  patterns  of  usage  and 
attempting  to  interpret  the  results  relative  to  their  implications 
for  action.  Therefore,  the  presentation  of  the  findings  will 
proceed  in  a  detailed  and  orderly  fashion  so  that  the  results  can 
be  understood  in  the  context  of  how  and  why  each  series  of 
questions  was  asked. 

The  survey  was  presented  to  potential  respondents  as  concerning 
only  recreational  visits  to  southwestern  Idaho.  No  reference  was 
ever  made  to  the  subject  of  training  ranges  and  order  and  style  of 
the  questions  was  designed  to  reduce  to  a  minimize  possibilities 
that  range  opinions  would  influence  survey  answers. 

Visits  in  the  Past  Ten  Years 


The  first  question  asked  of  respondents  was,  "In  the  past  ten  years 
have  you  or  anyone  else  in  your  household  visited  Owyhee  County  in 
southwestern  Idaho  for  outdoor  recreation?"  If  respondents 
requested  clarification  they  were  given  the  description,  "Owyhee 
County  is  south  and  west  of  the  Snake  River  in  the  southwestern 
corner  of  Idaho.  Popular  recreational  sites  in  this  area  include 
the  Owyhee,  Bruneau,  and  Jarbidge  Rivers."  This  explanation  was 
offered  to  help  past  visitors  who  did  not  have  good  site  name 
recall  qualify  for  other,  more  probing  questions. 

Only  247,  or  12.4%,  of  the  2,000  households  called  answered  "Yes" 
to  this  question  indicating  a  visit  to  the  general  area  at  least 
once  in  the  past  ten  years .  These  persons  were  then  asked  to 
confirm  the  specific  sites  in  the  area  that  they  visited.  The 
question  was,  "I  am  going  to  read  a  list  of  outdoor  recreation 
areas  in  Owyhee  County.  After  I  read  each  one,  say  'Yes'  if  you  or 
other  members  of  your  household  have  participated  in  recreational 
activity  at  or  near  that  area  in  the  past  ten  years . "  The 
locations  identified  provided  the  respondents  with  readily 
recognizable  place  names,  and  ensure  that  the  ITR  and  SCR  areas 
were  encompassed.  The  site  list  read  included: 

ITR  Area  SCR  Area  _ 


•  Owyhee  River  (South  Fork) 

•  Owyhee  River  (East  Fork) 

•  Deep  Creek 

•  Battle  Creek 

•  Camas  Creek 

•  Pole  Creek 

•  Nickel  Creek 


•  Sheep  Creek 

•  Clover  Creek 

•  Bruneau  River 

•  Jarbidge  River 

•  Saylor  Creek 
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In  addition  to  these  specific  sites,  other  sites  not  in  the 
immediate  area  of  either  the  ITR  or  SCR  were  included  on  the  list. 
Inclusion  of  these  other  sites  helped  deflect  attention  from  the 
specific  issue  of  the  proposed  range.  These  other  sites  were: 

•  Owyhee  River  (Main  Branch) 

•  Owyhee  River  (North  Fork) 

•  Juniper  Mountain 

•  Juniper  Basin 

•  Jacks  Creek 

•  Murphy  Hot  Springs 

In  order  for  a  respondent  household  to  be  judged  a  visitor  to  the 
ITR  Area  they  had  to  mention  visiting  at  least  one  of  the  specific 
sites  on  the  above  ITR  Area  list.  Likewise,  in  order  to  be  judged 
a  visitor  to  the  SCR  Area,  a  respondent  household  had  to  mention  at 
least  one  site  on  the  SCR  Area  list. 

Given  this  tighter  definition  of  a  visitor,  41  of  the  earlier  247 
respondents  did  not  qualify  as  having  visited  either  the  ITR  Area 
or  the  SCR  Area.  Therefore,  the  survey  identified  206  respondent 
households  judged  to  be  visitors  in  the  past  ten  years.  These  206 
respondents  are  the  focus  of  the  analysis  in  the  rest  of  this 
report.  The  following  table  presents  the  breakdown  of  these 
visitors  by  area. 


Visits  in  the  Past  Ten  Years 

Number  of 
Households 

Percent  of 
Households 

Visited  Both  ITR  and  SCR  Areas 

119 

57.8 

Visited  Only  SCR  Area 

68 

33.0 

Visited  Only  ITR  Area 

19 

9.2 

TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  HOUSEHOLDS  REPORTING 
VISITS  IN  THE  PAST  TEN  YEARS 

206 

Source:  Q. 2 4 /TABLE  11 

This  pattern  of  visiting  in  the  past  ten  years  sets  up  the  key 
comparison  which  is  made  throughout  this  report.  The  analysis 
explores  the  differences  between  visits  or  visitors  to  the  two 
range  areas.  Since  the  SCR  Area  has  been  used  as  an  U.S.  Air  Force 
training  range  for  over  thirty  years,  it  can  serve  as  a  "benchmark" 
against  which  to  measure  usage  and  perception  of  the  ITR  Area. 
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The  exhibits  (I  -  XVIII)  in  the  report  compares  all  respondents  who 
visited  the  ITR  Area  with  those  who  visited  the  SCR  Area.  Since 
57.8%  of  respondents  visited  both  sites,  a  large  number  of 
respondents  are  being  counted  in  both  groups.  This  tends  to  reduce 
the  potential  for  measuring  differences  between  the  two  areas.  A 
precise  measurement  of  differences  between  the  two  areas  would  be 
possible  by  comparing  results  from  visitors  who  only  visited  one 
area  with  visitors  who  visited  only  the  other  area.  Specifically, 
such  an  analysis  would  compare  19  respondents  who  have  visited  only 
the  ITR  area  in  the  past  ten  years  with  68  respondents  who  have 
only  visited  the  SCR  area.  However,  these  numbers  are  too  small  to 
support  a  reliable  statistical  analysis. 

The  presentation  of  results  in  this  report  opted  to  compare  the  two 
area  including  the  duplication  of  visits.  Therefore,  there  are  187 
(119  +  68)  households  who  have  visited  the  SCR  area  in  the  past  ten 
years  and  138  (119  +  19)  who  have  visited  the  ITR  area.  This  style 
of  presentation  has  the  advantage  of  showing  data  of  more 
statistical  reliability.  However,  its  disadvantage  is  that  it 
tends  to  reduce  the  differences  between  the  two  areas. 

The  tabulations  in  the  Appendix  to  this  report  separate  the  data  in 
a  detailed  way  allowing  comparison  of  exclusive  visits  to  each  area 
and  are  available  for  review  following  the  source  citations  in  each 
report.  Generally,  our  inspection  of  differences  between  visitors 
to  exclusively  one  area  or  the  other  parallels  those  shown  in  the 
report  exhibits . 

A  critical  unknown  at  the  beginning  of  the  study  concerned  where 
the  visitors  come  from.  This  is  important  because  the  sample 
design  only  measures  visitors  from  within  roughly  a  200  mile  radius 
from  the  ITR  Area. 

Exhibit  I  presents  the  distance  from  the  ITR  Area  persons  live  who 
have  visited  the  area  in  the  past  ten  years.  Because  such  a  high 
percent  of  visitors  come  from  relatively  close  by,  a  median  is  the 
proper  statistic  to  summarize  this  data.  A  median  is  the  point 
which  divides  the  distribution  in  half  (50%  of  answers  on  one  side 
and  50%  on  the  other)  and  is  less  subject  to  the  statistical 
effects  of  skew.  The  median  distance  these  respondents  traveled  to 
the  site  was  84  miles.  Three-quarters  of  them  (75.7%)  traveled 
less  than  150  miles.  Only  10.2%  traveled  300  miles  or  more.  This 
concentration  of  more  local  visitors  supports  other  data  such  as 
how  long  people  stay  and  what  they  do  while  in  the  area  -  topics  to 
be  covered  later  in  the  report. 

This  data  suggests  that  usage  of  the  area  is  concentrated  in  the 
immediate  region.  While  some  visitors  may  come  from  far  away,  they 
probably  represent  a  small  percentage  of  the  total  visitor 
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population.  Since  this  is  a  very  important  conclusion  it  needs  to 
be  clearly  described.  If  the  percents  of  visitors  had  been  more 
evenly  distributed  across  the  various  distances  (rather  than  skewed 
to  the  shorter  distances),  it  would  have  suggested  the  same  pattern 
would  have  continued  if  the  distance  range  was  extended  to  500 
miles  or  1,000  miles.  That  would  have  led  to  the  conclusion  that 
a  large  number  of  visitors  came  from  far  away.  However,  the 
reverse  pattern  was  found,  so  the  reverse  conclusion  may  be  drawn. 

This  type  of  use  of  the  survey  data  is  inferential  since  we  do  not 
have  any  actual  data  on  visiting  from  outside  of  the  sampling  area. 
It  is  useful,  however,  because  is  suggests  that  accurate  visitor 
projections  from  this  survey  will  not  be  particularly  affected  by 
having  judgementally  limited  the  sampling  area  to  roughly  a  200 
radius  of  the  ITR. 
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Exhibit  I 


DISTANCE  VISITOR  LIVES  FROM  THE  ITR  AND  SCR  AREAS 

All 


Distance  Visitor 
Lives  From  the  ITR 

Area : 

Households 
Visiting 
in  Past 

Ten  Years 

Households 
Visiting 
the  ITR 
Area 

Households 
Visiting 
the  SCR 
Area 

% 

% 

% 

Less 

than  75  miles 

(62*) 

6.3 

8.0 

6.4 

75  - 

99  miles 

(87) 

49.5 

44.2 

51.9 

100  - 

124  miles 

(112) 

18.0 

19.6 

18.7 

125  - 

149  miles 

(137) 

1.9 

1.4 

2.1 

150  - 

174  miles 

(162) 

1.9 

2.2 

2.1 

175  - 

199  miles 

(187) 

.5 

.7 

.5 

200  - 

224  miles 

(212) 

3.9 

4.3 

3.7 

225  - 

249  miles 

(237) 

2.9 

4.3 

2.1 

250  - 

274  miles 

(267) 

2.9 

3.6 

2.1 

275  - 

299  miles 

(287) 

1.9 

2.2 

1.6 

300  or  more  miles 

(312) 

10.2 

9.4 

8.6 

MEDIAN  MILES  TRAVELLED 

84.0 

85.8 

83.0 

TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  HOUSEHOLDS 

VISITING  IN  PAST  TEN  YEARS  206  138  187 


*  Values  used  for  each  group  of  answers  in  calculating  the  median. 


Source:  Q. 3 /TABLE  9 


10 


Exhibit  II  presents  the  specific  sites  respondents  reported  having 
visited  in  the  past  ten  years.  Included  in  this  list  are  the  sites 
outside  of  the  immediate  area  of  either  the  ITR  or  SCR  to  provide 
a  little  more  depth  to  the  number  and  variety  of  sites  visited. 
These  sites  are  shaded  in  the  exhibit. 

The  most  popular  specific  sites  for  visiting  are  the  rivers: 
Bruneau,  Owyhee,  and  Jarbidge.  This  observation  is  suggestive  of 
what  people  do  during  their  visits  -  a  topic  to  be  covered  later  in 
the  report. 

Generally,  the  pattern  of  sites  visited  in  each  range  area  is 
congruent  with  the  sites  in  each  area.  For  example,  the  following 
specific  sites  are  all  in  the  ITR  Area  and  the  percent  visiting 
them  is  higher  for  the  ITR  group  of  respondents: 

•  Owyhee  River  •  Battle  Creek 

•  Camas  Creek  •  Pole  Creek 

•  Deep  Creek 

The  same  pattern  is  generally  true  for  the  Bruneau  River  and  Murphy 
Hot  Springs,  sites  in  or  near  the  Saylor  Creek  Range  area.  This 
pattern  tends  to  support  the  credibility  of  the  visit  reports. 
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Exhibit  II 


SPECIFIC  AREA  SITES 

VISITED  IN 

THE  PAST  TEN 

YEARS 

Specific  Sites  Visited 
in  Order  of  Popularity 

All 

Households 
Visiting 
in  Past 
Ten  Years 

Households 
the  ITR 
Area 

Households 
the  SCR 
Area 

% 

% 

% 

Bruneau  River  (SCR) 

65.0 

64.5 

71.7 

Murphy  Hot  Springs 

56.3 

MW— 

58  *  8: 

Owyhee  River  (ITR) 

44.2 

52.2 

43.3 

Jarbidge  River  (SCR) 

40.8 

45.7 

44.9 

Sheep  Creek  (SCR) 

39.8 

43.5 

43.9 

Juniper  Bas in  ' 

32.5 

illlllil  iilSIli 

"  -  32*6 

Camas  Creek  (ITR) 

31.1 

46.4 

30.5 

Juniper  Mountain 

29.6 

wmmmmmm 

30,.  5 

Saylor  Creek  (SCR) 

28.6 

33.3 

31.6 

Deep  Creek  (ITR) 

27.2 

40.6 

27.3 

Battle  Creek  (ITR) 

26.7 

39.9 

23.5 

Jack s .  creek.  . 

23.3 

28.3 

24.6 

Pole  Creek  (ITR) 

22.8 

34.1 

23.5 

Clover  Creek  (SCR) 

13.1 

19.6 

14.4 

Nickel  Creek  (ITR) 

7.8 

11.6 

7.5 

Other  Volunteered  Sites 

8.7 

8.7 

8.5 

TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  HOUSEHOLDS 
VISITING  IN  PAST  TEN  YEARS 

206 

138 

187 

Source:  Q. 24/TABLES  12  &  13 
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After  respondents  were  qualified  as  visitors  on  the  basis  of 
visiting  specific  sites,  they  were  asked,  " In  the  past  ten  years, 
about  how  many  different  trips  in  total  have  you  or  other  members 
of  your  household  made  to  these  areas  in  Owyhee  County?"  Exhibit 
III  presents  the  results  of  the  responses  to  this  question. 

For  reasons  cited  earlier,  the  median  is  the  proper  statistic  to 
summarize  this  data.  The  median  number  of  trips  made  by  visitors 
in  the  past  ten  years  is  11.58,  or  more  than  one  trip  per  year. 
Twenty  or  more  trips  were  reported  by  12.7%  of  visitors. 

The  difference  between  the  medians  for  the  ITR  Area  and  SCR  Area 
visits  is  not  statistically  significant.  Both  range  areas  are 
about  the  same  in  generating  trip  frequency. 
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Exhibit  III 


NUMBER  OF  TRIPS  MADE  TO  THE  AREA  IN  THE  PAST  TEN  YEARS 

All 


Number  of  Trips  Made 

In  Past  Ten  Years; 

Households 
Visiting 
in  Past 
Ten  Years 

Households 
Visiting 
the  ITR 
Area 

Households 
Visiting 
the  SCR 
Area 

% 

% 

% 

One 

(1*) 

11.2 

8.7 

10.7 

Two 

(2) 

7.8 

10.1 

6.4 

Three 

(3) 

11.2 

7.2 

11.2 

Four 

(4) 

9.2 

8.7 

9.1 

Five 

(5) 

6.8 

6.5 

7.0 

Six 

(6) 

4.9 

5.8 

5.3 

Seven 

(7) 

1.9 

1.4 

2.1 

Eight 

(8) 

4.9 

5.1 

5.3 

Nine 

(9) 

1.0 

.7 

1.1 

10  -  20 

(15) 

25.7 

24.6 

25.1 

21  -  49 

(35) 

4.9 

6.5 

5.3 

50  or  more 

(65) 

7.8 

10.9 

8.6 

Don ' t  know 

(0) 

2.9 

3.6 

2.7 

MEDIAN  NUMBER  OF 

TRIPS 

5.8 

7.3 

6.0 

TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  HOUSEHOLDS 

VISITING  IN  PAST 

TEN  YEARS 

206 

138 

187 

*  Values  used  for 

each  group 

of  answers 

in  calculating 

the  median 

Source:  Q. 51/TABLE  15 
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Three  Most  Recent  Visits 


Having  established  visits  in  the  past  ten  years,  it  was  important 
to  question  respondents  in  more  depth  about  their  visits  to  the  two 
range  areas.  Respondents  were  asked  to  identify  the  year  of  their 
most  recent  visit,  the  next  most  recent  visit,  and  -  again  -  their 
next  most  recent  visit.  Of  course,  if  a  respondent  had  already 
mentioned  having  made  only  one  visit  in  the  past  ten  years,  they 
were  not  asked  about  a  second  or  third  visit.  Likewise,  if  a 
respondent  mentioned  making  only  two  visits,  they  were  not  asked 
about  a  third. 

Detailed  questions  were  asked  for  each  visit  mentioning  the  year  of 
the  visit  to  help  the  respondent  keep  the  visits  separate.  Of  the 
total  of  206  respondents  who  had  visited  the  range  areas  in  the 
past  ten  years,  only  130  respondent  households  qualified  for 
questioning  about  their  last  three  trips.  The  others  did  not 
qualify  for  this  questioning  because  they  did  not  remember  the  year 
of  their  visits,  they  did  not  visit  at  least  one  of  the  sites  in 
the  ITR  Area  or  SCR  Area,  or  could  not  identify  the  sites  they  had 
visited.  In  this  section  of  questioning,  the  130  qualified 
respondents  described  a  total  of  482  different  visits  to  the  range 
area . 

The  exhibits  (IV  -  IX)  in  this  section  of  the  report  provide  a 
detailed  description  of  these  482  visits  made  by  the  130 
households.  The  reference  now  is  to  "visits"  and  not  to 
"households" . 

Exhibit  IV  presents  the  documentation  for  these  482  "visits" 
regarding  which  trip  was  involved  and  what  areas  were  visited. 
Some  of  these  visits,  179  to  be  exact  (114  +  65),  are  not 
appropriate  for  this  report  because  they  did  not  involve  visits  to 
either  the  ITR  or  SCR  area  or  the  specific  areas  visited  could  not 
be  identified.  Of  the  remaining  303  visits,  163  (71  +  92)  were  to 
the  ITR  Area  and  211  (71  +  140)  were  to  the  SCR  Area.  Again,  there 
is  some  duplication  in  these  numbers  because  71  of  these  visits 
involved  both  the  ITR  and  SCR  Areas .  These  numbers  present  the 
context  for  the  data  in  the  following  exhibits  (V  -  IX) . 
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Exhibit  IV 


AREAS  VISITED  ON  THREE  MOST  RECENT  TRIPS 


Area  Visited 

All  Visits 
in  the  Three 
Most  Recent 

The  Only  or 
Most  Recent 
Visit 

The  Next 
Most  Recent 
Visit 

The  Next 
Most  Recent 
Visit 

(All) 

(Visit  1) 

(Visit  2) 

(Visit  3) 

Neither  ITR 
or  SCR  Area 

114 

54 

34 

26 

Both  ITR  and 
SCR  Areas 

71 

29 

24 

18 

Only  ITR  Area 

92 

37 

33 

22 

Only  SCR  Area 

140 

64 

44 

32 

Could  Not 
Identify  Area 

65 

11 

24 

30 

ALL  VISITS 

482 

195 

159 

128 

Source:  Q. 59/Table  20,  Q. 101/Table  29,  Q. 143/Table  38 
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Exhibit  V  presents  the  specific  sites  visited  in  the  three  most 
recent  visits  in  order  of  their  popularity.  What  is  most 
interesting  is  that  the  sites  are  virtually  in  the  same  order  as 
the  sites  reported  visited  in  the  past  ten  years  (see  Exhibit  II). 

This  comparison  would  suggest  that  the  last  three  visits  are 
probably  typical  of  all  visits  in  the  ten  year  period.  The  judged 
typicality  of  the  last  three  visits  is  important  because  of  the 
effect  the  drought  may  have  had  on  use  of  the  area.  Of  course, 
without  specific  usage  data  on  all  visits  we  cannot  be  sure  of  this 
judgement  concerning  typicality.  Given  the  data  we  have,  however, 
this  judgement  seems  reasonable. 

The  rivers  are  the  most  popular  sites;  Bruneau,  Owyhee,  and 
Jarbidge.  As  noted  earlier,  this  data  is  suggestive  of  what  these 
respondents  do  during  their  visits  -  a  topic  to  be  covered  later  in 
this  report. 
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Exhibit  V 


SPECIFIC  AREA  SITES  VISITED  IN  MOST  RECENT  THREE  VISITS 


Specific  Sites  Visited 
in  Most  Recent  Visits 
in  Order  of  Popularity 

All 

Recent 

Visits* 

Recent 
Visits 
to  the 

ITR  Area 

Recent 
Visits  to 
the  SCR 
Area 

% 

% 

% 

Bruneau  River  (SCR) 

22.4 

25.8 

51.2 

Murphy  Hot  Springs 

19.6 

ililll  28.0 

Owyhee  River  (ITR) 

19.3 

57.1 

15.6 

Jarbidge  River  (SCR) 

16.6 

20.9 

37.9 

Sheep  Creek  (SCR) 

11.8 

15.3 

27.0 

Junipe r  Mount a in 

9.5 

lllillillllllllll 

8*5 

Juniper  Basin 

WmMMM&M. 

14 1111 

9*5 

Jacks  Creek 

llllllllllliilll 

■■HH 

12.3 

Battle  Creek  (ITR) 

7.9 

22.1 

12.8 

Camas  Creek  (ITR) 

6.6 

19.6 

10.0 

Pole  Creek  (ITR) 

6.2 

18.4 

10.4 

Saylor  Creek  (SCR) 

3.9 

6.7 

9.0 

Deep  Creek  (ITR) 

6.2 

18.4 

8.5 

Clover  Creek  (SCR) 

1.5 

3.1 

3.3 

Nickel  Creek  (ITR) 

1.7 

4.9 

3.8 

Other  Volunteered  Sites 

17.0 

11.0 

9.5 

TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  RECENT  VISITS  482 

163 

211 

*  See  text  of  report  for 

an  explanation 

of  these  visits. 

Source:  Q. 59/TABLES  21-22 

,  Q. 101/TABLES 

30-31,  Q. 143/TABLES  39- 
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For  each  of  the  respondents  three  most  recent  visits,  they  were 
asked,  "How  many  people  from  your  household  made  that  visit?" 
Exhibit  VI  presents  the  results  of  the  responses  to  this  question. 

These  visits  were  made  by  one  household  member  in  21.8%  of  the 
visits.  Another  30.3%  reported  trips  made  by  two  household 
members.  It  is  difficult  to  interpret  these  results  without 
household  size  data.  The  median  number  of  household  members  making 
these  visits  is  about  two  (1.9). 
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Exhibit  VI 


NUMBER  OF  HOUSEHOLD  MEMBERS  WHO  MADE  THE  VISIT 


Number  of  Household 

Members  Making  the  Trip 

All 

Recent 

Visits* 

Recent 
Visits 
to  the 

ITR  Area 

Recent 
Visits  to 
the  SCR 
Area 

% 

% 

% 

One 

(!★*) 

21.8 

17.3 

20.9 

Two 

(2) 

30.3 

30.7 

29.9 

Three 

(3) 

16.8 

20.2 

16.6 

Four 

(4) 

18.5 

21.5 

18.5 

Five 

(5) 

5.6 

4.3 

6.6 

Six 

(6) 

4.1 

3.7 

5.7 

Seven 

(7) 

0.6 

0.6 

0.9 

Eight 

(8) 

0.8 

— 

0.5 

Nine 

(9) 

0.2 

0.6 

— 

Ten  or 

more 

(10) 

0.4 

1.2 

0.5 

Don '  t 

know 

(0) 

0.8 

- 

— 

MEDIAN 

NUMBER 

OF  HOUSEHOLD 

MEMBERS  MAKING 

TRIP 

1.9 

2.1 

2.0 

TOTAL 

NUMBER  OF  RECENT  VISITS  482 

163 

211 

*  See 

text  of 

report  for  an 

explanation 

of  these  visits. 

**  Values  used 

for  each  group 

•  of  answers 

in  calculating  the  median 

Source:  Q. 77/TABLE  23,  Q. 119/TABLE  32,  Q. 161/TABLE  41 
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For  each  of  their  three  most  recent  visits,  respondents  were  asked 
"How  many  days  were  spent  in  this  area  of  southwestern  Idaho  during 
that  visit?"  Exhibit  VII  presents  the  results  to  the  responses  to 
this  question. 

These  visits  were  for  one  day  or  less  in  32.2%  of  the  visits. 
Another  23.0%  reported  trips  of  two  days.  Only  10.5%  report  visits 
of  a  week  or  more.  It  appears  that  visits  to  the  range  areas  is 
more  of  a  day  or  weekend  trip  -  not  one  involving  an  extended  stay. 
The  median  length  of  these  visits  is  less  than  two  (1.8)  days. 
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Exhibit  VII 


NUMBER  OF  DAYS  STAYED  IN  THE  AREA  FOR  THESE  RECENT  VISITS 


Number 

Visit 

of  Days 
Involved 

that 
in  Area 

All 

Recent 

Visits* 

Recent 
Visits 
to  the 

ITR  Area 

Recent 
Visits  to 
the  SCR 
Area 

cum% 

cum% 

cum% 

One  or 

part  of 

one  (1**) 

32.2 

19.6 

27.0 

Two 

(2) 

23.0 

23.3 

22.7 

Three 

(3) 

18.9 

21.5 

18.0 

Four 

(4) 

8.5 

11.7 

10.4 

Five 

(5) 

4.8 

5.5 

5.7 

Six 

(6) 

.8 

1.2 

.9 

Seven 

(7) 

3.9 

7.4 

3.8 

Eight 

(8) 

.2 

.6 

.5 

9-11 

(10) 

3.3 

4.3 

5.3 

12  or 

more 

(13) 

3.4 

4.9 

5.7 

Don't 

know 

(0) 

1.0 

- 

- 

MEDIAN 

NUMBER  OF  DAYS 

STAYED 

IN  AREA 

1.77 

2.33 

2.06 

TOTAL 

NUMBER  OF 

RECENT  VISITS 

482 

163 

211 

*  See  text  of  report  for  an  explanation  of  these  visits. 

**  Values  used  for  each  group  of  answers  in  calculating  the  median. 


Source:  Q. 78/TABLE  24,  Q. 120/TABLE  33,  Q. 162/TABLE  42 
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The  next  area  of  questioning  regarding  these  recent  visits 
concerned  the  activities  that  were  engaged  in  during  the  visit. 
Respondents  were  asked,  "What  kinds  of  recreational  activity  were 
engaged  in  on  that  visit?"  Exhibit  VIII  presents  the  results  of 
responses  to  this  question.  The  results  reflect  the  ranking  of 
activities  based  on  respondent's  statements  listing  the  frequency 
of  activities  in  which  they  engage. 

Fishing  is  the  predominate  activity  for  both  the  ITR  Area  and  the 
SCR  Area.  The  next  most  predominant  activities  were  hiking, 
sightseeing,  hunting  and  car  camping. 

This  low  level  of  usage  for  boating  supports  other  data  from  this 
survey  concerning  the  use  of  outfitters  or  guides.  Only  1.5%  of 
visitors  reported  using  the  services  of  an  outfitter  or  guide 
during  their  visits. 

Both  the  ITR  Area  and  the  SCR  Area  are  used  for  the  same  kinds  of 
recreational  activities.  The  ITR  Area  does  not  have  a  unique  usage 
profile.  The  differences  between  the  two  areas  which  do  exist  in 
the  exhibit  are  within  the  statistical  margin  of  chance. 
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Exhibit  VIII 


ACTIVITIES  ENGAGED  IN 

DURING  THESE 

RECENT 

VISITS 

Recreation 

Activities  in 

Order  of  Popularity 

All 

Recent 

Visits* 

Recent 
Visits 
to  the 
ITR  Area 

Recent 
Visits  to 
the  SCR 
Area 

% 

% 

% 

Fishing 

43.2 

50.3 

47.4 

Hiking 

31.3 

36.8 

32.8 

Sightseeing 

29.9 

29.4 

28.9 

Hunting 

16.4 

22.1 

18.5 

Car  camping 

12.7 

21.5 

15.6 

Boating 

7.3 

12.9 

5.7 

Rock  collecting 

6.8 

7.4 

7.1 

Wildlife  viewing 

6.0 

9.8 

10.4 

Photography 

5.0 

6.7 

5.7 

Backpacking 

3.3 

6.1 

3.3 

Off-highway  driving  - 
ATV/ truck/ cycle 

3.3 

4.9 

6.6 

Snowmobiling 

1.2 

2.5 

- 

Cross  county  skiing 

0.6 

1.8 

- 

TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  RECENT  VISITS 

482 

163 

211 

*  See  text  of  report  for  an  explanation  of  these  visits. 


Source:  Q. 81/TABLES  26-27,  Q. 123/TABLE  35,  Q. 165/TABLE  44 
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Visitor  Count  Estimate  for  1991 


The  information  in  the  previous  section  of  the  report  summarizes 
the  usage  patterns  of  visitors  for  the  most  recent  three  visits 
within  the  past  ten  years.  Exhibit  IX  identifies  the  years  in 
which  these  recent  visits  were  made. 

These  visits  could  have  been  at  any  time  over  the  last  ten  years, 
though  they  tended  to  be  in  recent  years .  Over  eighty  percent 
(83.4%)  occurred  in  the  past  five  years.  Over  half  (56.8%) 
occurred  in  the  past  three  years. 

In  order  to  estimate  a  visitor  count,  a  typical  or  representative 
year  has  to  be  chosen.  The  year  1991  was  the  last  full  year  prior 
to  the  conduct  of  the  survey  and  was  planned  to  be  the  target  year 
for  estimating  a  visitor  count. 

However,  before  1991  could  be  used,  an  analysis  of  its  suitability 
had  to  be  performed.  First,  we  had  to  be  sure  that  selecting  1991 
did  not  exclude  any  possible  visits  because  they  would  not  have 
been  included  in  the  three  most  recent.  No  such  visits  would  be 
excluded.  Therefore,  on  this  criterion  1991  was  an  acceptable  year 
to  use  for  estimating  a  visitor  count. 

The  second  criterion,  concerned  typicality.  Were  the  visits  made 
in  1991  typical  of  all  the  three  most  recent  visits?  After  a 
detailed  comparison  was  made,  it  was  determined  that  1991  was  a 
typical  year,  at  least  relative  to  the  three  most  recent  visits. 
The  data  supporting  this  determination  can  be  found  by  reviewing 
the  tables  in  the  Appendix  to  this  report.  The  analysis  concluded 
that  differences  between  data  for  1991  and  other  years  was  well 
within  the  margin  of  chance.  It  was  concluded  that  the  estimate  of 
visitor  count  would  be  made  using  the  year  1991  as  planned. 


25 


Exhibit  IX 


YEARS  OF  THREE  MOST  RECENT  VISITS 


Year  of 
Visit 

1992 

1991 

1990 

1989 

1988 

1987 

1986 

1985 

1984 

1983 

1982 


All 

Recent 

Visits* 

% 

19.1 

19.7 

18.0 

16.0 

10.6 

6.2 

3.3 

2.3 
2.7 


Recent 
Visits 
to  the 
ITR  Area 
% 

16.0 

20.9 

21.5 

14.7 

11.7 

6.1 

3.1 
2.5 
1.8 

1.2 
.6 

163 


Recent 
Visits  to 
the  SCR 
Area 
% 

20.4 

20.9 

19.9 

17.5 
8.5 
6.2 
1.9 
1.4 
1.4 

.5 

1.4 

211 


1.0 
1.0 

TOTAL  NUMBER  OF 
RECENT  VISITS  482 


*  See  text  of  report  for  an  explanation  of  these  visits. 


Source:  Q . 51-55/TABLES  16-19 
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Of  the  total  of  482  most  recent  visits,  63  of  them  were  in  1991. 
These  63  visits  constitute  the  basis  for  estimating  the  visitor 
count . 

Exhibit  X  presents  the  calculated  visitor  count  estimate.  The 
mathematics  of  calculating  the  visitor  count  described  in  Exhibit 
X  was  determined  before  the  study  was  conducted  and  contributed  to 
the  design  of  the  survey. 

The  study  supports  an  estimate  that  18,800  persons  used  the  ITR 
Area  for  outdoor  recreation  in  1991.  In  addition  to  this  visitor 
count  at  the  ITR  Area,  the  study  estimates  that  22,500  used  the  SCR 
Area  for  outdoor  recreation  in  1991. 

The  study  documents  that  8,600  persons  visited  both  the  ITR  Area 
and  the  SCR  Area  on  the  same  trip  in  1991.  Therefore,  a  net 
visitor  count  estimate  for  the  total  area  is  about  32,700  persons 
in  1991. 


27 


Exhibit  X 


ESTIMATE  OF  VISITOR  COUNT  IN  1991 


A.  Total  Households  in 
the  Sampling  Area 
of  the  Study 

B.  Number  of  Households 
in  the  Survey  Sample 

C.  Sample  Ratio 
(A  4-  B) 

D.  Households  in  the 
Sample  Reporting 
a  Visit  in  1991 


All 

Visits  in 
1991 

628,667 

2,000 

314.3 

63 


E.  Estimated  Number  of 
Households  in  the 
Sampling  Area  of  the 
Study  that  had  Family 
Members  Visit  in  1991 

(C  x  D)  19,801 

F.  Median  Number  of 
Family  Members  on 

Visit  1.65 


G.  Estimated  Total  Number 
of  Visitors  from  the 
Sampling  Area  of  the 
Study 

(E  x  F)  32,672 


Visits 
to  the 
ITR  Area 


628,667 

2,000 

314.3 


34 


10,686 


1.76 


18,807 


Visits  to 
the  SCR 
Area 

628,667 

2,000 

314.3 

44 

13,829 

1.63 

22,541 
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An  Examination  of  Values  Motivating  Visits 


One  of  the  hypotheses  regarding  the  usage  of  these  areas  in  Owyhee 
County  concerns  the  possible  values  or  benefits  visitors  receive 
from  a  visit.  Implicit  in  this  hypothesis  are  questions  whether 
the  area  may  offer  some  unique  values  or  benefits  to  its  visitors, 
whether  there  are  few  other  places  which  offer  opportunities  for 
similar  rewards  or  benefits,  and,  if  such  other  places  exist,  they 
are  outside  of  Idaho.  The  concern  about  location  of  these  other 
places  becomes  important  considering  the  potential  revenue  loss  to 
the  state  should  people  choose  to  leave  the  state  to  seek  these 
recreational  opportunities  elsewhere.  This  section  of  the  report 
will  examine  this  hypothesis. 

A  list  of  eleven  values  or  benefits  were  identified  and  expressed 
in  statement  form.  Respondents  who  had  visited  the  area  in  the 
past  ten  years  were  read  each  of  the  statements  and  asked,  "  How 
important  to  you  is  (the  specific  statement  was  read  in  this  place) 
as  a  reason  for  your  visits  to  this  area  of  Owyhee  County  in 
Idaho?"  The  choices  were  offered  in  the  form  of  a  rating  scale 
with  the  statistical  values  noted  in  parentheses:  Very  important 
(4),  Moderately  Important  (3),  Slightly  Important  (2),  or  Not 
Important  at  all  (1).  Exhibit  X,  on  the  following  page,  presents 
the  results  to  this  question  for  each  statement  summarized  using  an 
average  rating  which  could  range  from  4.00  (Very  Important)  to  1.00 
(Not  Important  at  All). 

Based  on  this  survey,  the  values  or  benefits  motivating  visits 
which  were  rated  "Very  Important"  or  "Moderately  Important"  are  (in 
order  of  importance) : 

•  Viewing  wildlife 

•  Being  close  to  nature 

•  Viewing  the  scenic  beauty  of  the  area 

•  The  quiet  and  the  solitude 

•  Being  with  family  and  friends  in  the  outdoors 

•  The  primitive  wilderness 

The  differences  in  importance  ratings  between  visitors  to  the  ITR 
Area  and  the  SCR  Area  on  these  important  values  or  benefits  are  all 
within  the  statistical  margin  of  chance.  That  suggests  visits  to 
the  SCR  Area,  which  has  been  used  as  a  U.S.  Air  Force  training 
range  since  World  War  II,  deliver  the  same  perceived  values  or 
benefits  as  visits  to  the  ITR  Area,  which  has  not  been  used  as  a 
training  range.  However,  the  ITR  Area  has  been  used  for  military 
flight  activities  for  the  past  thirty  years. 
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Exhibit  XI 


VALUES  OR  BENEFITS  RECEIVED  FROM  VISITING  THE  AREA 


Rating  Scale  Means  on  Importance*: 


Values  or  Benefits 

Received  from  Visiting 
the  Area  in  Order  of 
their  Importance 

All 

Visitors 
in  Past 

Ten  Years 

Visitors 
to  the 

ITR 

Area 

Visitors 
to  the 
SCR 
Area 

Viewing  wildlife 

3.61 

3.64 

3.61 

Being  close  to  nature 

3.55 

3.61 

3.56 

Viewing  the  scenic  beauty 

of  the  area 

3.53 

3.52 

3.55 

Experiencing  the  quiet  and 

the  solitude 

3.49 

3.52 

3.49 

Being  with  family  and  friends 
in  the  outdoors  3.44 

3.58 

3.43 

Experiencing  the  primitive 

wilderness 

3.20 

3.29 

3.23 

Viewing  plants  and  flowers 

2.89 

2.91 

2.91 

Viewing  historical  or 

archaeological  sites 

2.84 

2.82 

2.87 

Hunting  specific  game 

2.21 

2.34 

2.25 

Collecting  rocks  and  minerals  2.00 

1.94 

2.00 

Experiencing  the  excitement 

of  river  boating 

1.84 

1.86 

1.84 

Being  part  of  a  group 
arranged  by  an  outfitter 
or  other  organization 

1.30 

1.28 

1.31 

NUMBER  OF  RESPONDENTS 

200 

133 

182 

*  Rating  Scale  Values: 

Very  Important  =  4 

Moderately 

Important  = 

3 

Slightly  Important  =  2 

Not  Important  At  All  = 

1 

Source:  Q. 186-281/TABLES  47-92 
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If,  in  the  prior  series  of  questions,  a  respondent  rated  a 
statement  describing  a  value  or  benefit  as  being  "Very  Important" 
as  a  reason  for  their  visits  to  these  areas  in  Owyhee  County,  they 
were  asked,  "Are  there  places  outside  of  Owyhee  County  where  you  go 
for  (the  specific  statement  was  read  here)  similar  to  that  you  get 
from  your  visits  to  these  areas  in  Owyhee  County?"  Exhibit  XII 
presents  the  results  of  responses  to  this  question.  Since  these 
questions  are  so  highly  qualified,  only  a  few  respondents  were 
asked  some  of  them.  When  the  number  of  respondents  answering 
questions  gets  too  low  the  resulting  data  is  derived  from  an 
insufficient  sample  size  to  allow  for  definitive  statistical 
interpretation.  We  have  shaded  those  parts  of  the  exhibit  to 
identify  those  sets  of  data  as  an  aid  to  the  reader. 

Implicit  in  this  question  is  the  notion  that  if  the  area  is  unique 
in  its  ability  to  deliver  important  values  or  benefits,  the 
existence  of  other  such  areas  outside  of  Owyhee  County  would  be 
low.  However,  the  results  show  more  than  70%  of  these  visitors 
report  that  there  are  other  such  areas.  This  is  strong  evidence 
that  these  areas  are  not  unique  in  their  ability  to  deliver 
important  recreation  values  and  benefits.  There  are  other  areas 
beyond  those  in  Owyhee  County  that  offer  the  same  perceived 
benefits  and  values. 

The  differences  between  reports  of  visitors  to  the  ITR  Area  and 
visitors  to  the  SCR  Area  are  all  within  the  margin  of  chance.  This 
means  both  areas  a  judged  to  be  the  same  in  terms  of  their  ability 
to  satisfy  important  values  or  benefits  motivating  a  visit.  What 
makes  this  conclusion  especially  important  is  that  the  SCR  Area  has 
been  used  as  a  training  range  for  over  thirty  years.  Therefore, 
these  data  suggest  the  experience  of  important  values  and  benefits 
is  not  inconsistent  with  use  of  the  area  as  a  training  range. 
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Exhibit  XII 


EXISTENCE  OUTSIDE  OWYHEE  COUNTY  OF  PLACES  WHERE  THESE 
VISITOR  GO  AND  EXPERIENCE  THE  SAME  VALUE  OR  BENEFIT 


Percent  sayinq  there  are 

such  places 

Values  or  Benefits 

Received  from  Visiting 
the  Area  in  Order  of 
their  Importance 

All 

Visitors 
in  Past 

Ten  Years 

Visitors 
to  the 

ITR 

Area 

Visitors 
to  the 
SCR 
Area 

% 

% 

% 

Viewing  wildlife 

71.6 

71.7 

72.1 

Being  close  to  nature 

73.6 

78.6 

72.6 

Viewing  the  scenic  beauty 

of  the  area 

74.6 

79.0 

72.6 

Experiencing  the  quiet 

and  the  solitude 

77.0 

75.0 

75.9 

Being  with  family  and 

friends  in  the  outdoors 

76.8 

77.2 

11  .A 

Experiencing  the  primitive 

wilderness 

68.6 

73.0 

67.9 

Viewing  plants  and 

f  lowers 

75 . 0 

81.1 

73 . 7 

Viewing  historical  or 

archaeological  sites 

70.5 

69.8 

68 . 4 

Hunt i no  specific  aame 

75 . 5 

76. Bmmmm 

7  5 .  Q 

7C  ft 

7ft  A 

wOliSCLlny  iOCKS  dliQ  IuliiSi  aXS  /  X  ♦ 

Experiencing  the  excitement 

rO*  v 

*7*T  O 

no  n 

oi  river  ooaring 

ou  .  o 

/  O  •  >  v 

NUMBER  OF  RESPONDENTS* 

200 

133 

182 

*  This  question  was  only  asked  for  each  statement  which  was  rated 
"Very  Important"  as  a  value  or  benefit  motivating  the  visit. 

Source:  Q. 186-281/TABLES  47-92 
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If,  in  answering  the  prior  questions,  a  respondent  said  there  were 
other  places  they  go  and  experience  each  value  or  benefit  as 
reflected  in  the  statement  which  had  been  read,  they  were  asked, 
"What  other  places  do  you  go  for  (the  specific  statement  was  read 
here)?  Any  others?"  Multiple  answers  were  allowed  to  this 
question.  Since  in  this  question  we  were  only  concerned  with 
whether  or  not  these  other  places  were  in  Idaho,  answers  were 
recorded  by  the  name  of  the  state  where  these  places  are.  Exhibit 
XIII  presents  the  results  of  responses  to  this  question.  As 
before,  these  questions  are  so  highly  qualified,  only  a  few 
respondents  were  asked  some  of  them.  When  the  number  of 
respondents  answering  questions  gets  too  low  the  resulting  data 
is  derived  from  an  insufficient  sample  size  to  allow  for  definitive 
statistical  interpretation.  We  have  shaded  those  parts  of  the 
exhibit  to  identify  those  sets  of  data  as  an  aid  to  the  reader. 

Implicit  in  this  question  is  an  economic  issue  concerning  a 
potential  loss  of  revenue  for  Idaho.  This  possibility  would  arise 
if  recreational  visits  to  these  areas  in  Owyhee  County  were  reduced 
because  usage  needs  were  no  longer  being  met  and  the  only 
alternative  locations  were  out-of-state.  In  this  instance,  persons 
who  had  previously  visited  these  areas  in  Owyhee  County  for 
specific  recreation  needs  would  have  to  go  outside  of  Idaho  to  get 
them  met.  This  change  in  behavior  would  result  in  a  loss  of 
revenue  for  Idaho. 

The  results  show  more  than  80%  of  these  visitors  report  that  there 
are  alternative  areas  in  Idaho.  This  is  strong  evidence  that  the 
revenue  loss  potential  for  Idaho  would  be  minimal  should  visitors 
to  these  areas  in  Owyhee  County  have  to  find  alternates. 

Again,  the  differences  between  the  ITR  Area  and  the  SCR  Area  are 
within  the  margin  of  chance.  That  means  that  neither  of  them  is 
unique  in  its  ability  to  satisfy  important  values  or  benefits 
motivating  a  visit.  Visitors  have  many  options. 
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Exhibit  XIII 


LOCATION  OF  ALTERNATIVE  AREAS  IN  IDAHO 

Percent  of  respondents  indicating  that 
other  areas  in  Idaho,  but  outside  of 
Owyhee  County,  offer  the  same  values  or 
benefits  as  areas  in  Owyhee  County; 


Values  or  Benefits 

Received  from  Visiting 
the  Area  in  Order  of 
their  Importance 

All 

Visitors 
in  Past 

Ten  Years 

Visitors 
to  the 

ITR 

Area 

Visitors 
to  the 
SCR 
Area 

Viewing  wildlife 

% 

86.5 

% 

84.8 

% 

88.6 

Being  close  to  nature 

86.5 

89.4 

89.0 

Viewing  the  scenic  beauty 
of  the  area 

75.8 

70.3 

79.3 

Experiencing  the  quiet 
and  the  solitude 

80.9 

79.4 

85.9 

Being  with  family  and 
friends  in  the  outdoors 

81.3 

85.9 

83.1 

Experiencing  the  primitive 
wilderness 

88.1 

89.1 

mini 

Viewing  plants  and  flowers 

82.2 

lillllliMi 

Viewing  historical  or 
archaeological  sites 

88.4 

93.3 

lllliliiiil 

Hunting  specific  game 

95.0 

lillllil 

Collecting  rocks  and  minerals 

85.0 

liliilill 

Experiencing  the  excitement 
of  river  boating 

90.5 

100.0 

NUMBER  OF  RESPONDENTS* 

200 

133 

182 

*  This  question  was  only  asked  for  each  statement  which  was 
answered  ’’Yes"  when  asked  if  they  have  other  place  they  go 
for  these  values  or  benefits. 

Source:  Q . 186-281/TABLES  47-92 
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If  a  respondent  answered  that  there  were  other  places  they  would  go 
and  experience  each  value  or  benefit,  they  were  then  asked,  "How  do 
the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to  for  (the  specific  statement 
was  read  here)  compare  to  these  other  places  you  go?"  The  choices 
were  offered  in  the  form  of  a  rating  scale  with  the  statistical 
values  in  parentheses:  Much  Better  (5),  Slightly  Better  (4),  About 
the  Same  (3),  Slightly  Worse  (2),  or  Much  Worse  (1).  Exhibit  XIV 
presents  the  results  of  the  responses  to  this  question  for  each 
statement  summarized  using  an  average  rating  which  could  range  from 
5.00  (Much  Better)  to  1.00  (Much  Worse).  As  before,  these 
questions  are  so  highly  qualified,  only  a  few  respondents  were 
asked  some  of  them.  When  the  number  of  respondents  answering 
questions  gets  too  low  the  resulting  data  is  derived  from  an 
insufficient  sample  size  to  allow  for  definitive  statistical 
interpretation.  We  have  shaded  those  parts  of  the  exhibit  to 
identify  those  sets  of  data  as  an  aid  to  the  reader. 

An  explanation  of  how  to  interpret  these  scores  may  be  helpful.  If 
the  mean  scores  for  these  ratings  are  high,  the  data  would  suggest 
that  these  areas  in  Owyhee  County  are  judged  to  be  better  than  the 
alternative  areas  in  delivering  the  specific  values  or  benefits. 
This  pattern  of  data  would  support  the  uniqueness  of  the  area. 

On  the  other  hand,  if  the  scores  are  low,  the  data  would  suggest 
that  these  areas  in  Owyhee  County  are  judged  to  be  worse  than  the 
alternate  areas.  This  would  be  a  highly  unlikely  outcome,  however, 
since  these  respondents  are  visitors  to  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County. 

The  results  in  the  exhibit  show  scores  in  the  range  of  3.00  or 
higher.  That  means  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  are  rated  "About  the 
Same"  as  the  alternate  areas.  This  is  further  evidence  that  these 
areas  in  Owyhee  County  are  not  unique  relative  to  available 
alternate  areas  in  their  ability  to  deliver  important  values  or 
benefits  motivating  the  visits.  Visitors  have  alternative  areas  of 
equal  or  better  merit. 

Again,  the  differences  between  the  ITR  Area  and  the  SCR  Area  are 
within  the  margin  of  chance.  That  means  that  neither  of  them  is 
unique  in  its  ability  to  satisfy  important  values  or  benefits 
motivating  a  visit. 
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Exhibit  XIV 


Values  or  Benefits 
Received  from  Visiting 
the  Area  in  Order  of 
their  Importance 

Viewing  wildlife 

Being  close  to  nature 

Viewing  the  scenic  beauty 
of  the  area 

Experiencing  the  quiet 
and  the  solitude 

Being  with  family  and 
friends  in  the  outdoors 


w 


Experiencing  the 
ss 

plants  and 


.  .*■■■■  •••>: 


Viewing 

IT 


logical 


or 


Hunting  specific  game 
Collecting  rocks  and  mine: 
Experiencing  the  excitement: 


NUMBER  OF  RESPONDENTS 
Comparison  Rating  Scale: 


Much  Better  = 
About  the  same  = 
Much  worse  = 


5 

3 

1 


'E  AREAS  TO  THE  AREAS  IN 

Means  on  an  Comparison 

OWYHEE  COUNTY 

Ratinq  Scale* 

All 

Visitors 

Visitors 

Visitors 

to  the 

to  the 

in  Past 

ITR 

SCR 

Ten  Years 

Area 

Area 

3.05 

3.00 

3.06 

3.21 

3.21 

3.20 

2.22 

2.20 

2.23 

3.48 

3.47 

3.49 

3.22 

3.20 

3.24 

2.40 

■■■iiliili 

illiilllill 

3.26 

iiiii  wmmm 

3*26 

2.37 

iiiiiiiiiiii 

Hill  f— 

3.47 

3.50 

Is  3.53 

111  3.55  HI 

mama/m 

2.44 

min .  46  ill 

■  '  '  2i'S| 

200 

133 

182 

Slightly 

Better  = 

4 

Slightly 

Worse  = 

2 

Source:  Q. 186-281/TABLES  47-92 


36 


An  Examination  of  Recreational  Activities 


This  section  of  the  report  analyzes  recreational  activities  just  as 
the  earlier  section  analyzed  values  or  benefits  derived  from 
visits . 

Exhibit  XV  introduces  this  section  with  a  summary  of  the  types  of 
activities  visitors  engaged  in  during  their  three  most  recent 
visits  to  these  areas  in  Owyhee  County.  This  exhibit  is  similar  to 
Exhibit  VIII  except  it  based  on  respondents  rather  than  trips.  It 
eliminates  the  duplication  that  is  possible  when  aggregating  trips. 

The  reason  for  showing  these  data  is  to  recall  the  earlier  point 
that  usage  of  these  areas  in  Owyhee  County  is  primarily  for 
fishing,  hiking,  sightseeing,  hunting  and  car  camping. 

The  detailed  questioning  about  specific  recreational  activities  was 
only  asked  of  respondents  who  had  earlier  in  the  interview 
mentioned  engaging  in  those  specific  activities.  For  example,  the 
persons  who  had  mentioned  fishing  were  asked  more  detailed 
questions  about  fishing  in  these  areas  of  Owyhee  County.  As 
before,  these  questions  are  so  highly  qualified,  only  a  few 
respondents  were  asked  some  of  them.  When  the  number  of 

respondents  answering  questions  gets  too  low  the  resulting  data 
is  derived  from  an  insufficient  sample  size  to  allow  for  definitive 
statistical  interpretation.  We  have  shaded  those  parts  of  the 
exhibit  to  identify  those  sets  of  data  as  an  aid  to  the  reader. 
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Exhibit  XV 


KINDS  OF  RECREATIONAL  ACTIVITIES  ENGAGED  IN  DURING 
MOST  RECENT  VISITS  TO  THESE  AREAS  IN  OWYHEE  COUNTY 


Kinds  of  Activities 
Engaged  in  During  Visit 
to  the  Area  in  Order  of 
their  Popularity 

All 

Visitors 
in  Past 

Ten  Years 

Visitors 
to  the 

ITR 

Area 

Visitors 
to  the 
SCR 
Area 

% 

% 

% 

Fishing 

51.5 

60.2 

51.6 

Hiking 

39.5 

40.6 

40.7 

Sightseeing 

39.5 

41.4 

39.0 

Hunting 

23.0 

29.3 

23.1 

Car  camping 

Boat!  nor 

16.5 

12.5 

21.1 

15.9 

1 15 

W4  im  4  f  a  trf  n a 

'©SSI  S®  MVim 

(iXiuiiic  viewing 

Rork  f fil  1  1  tut 

4  •  Zj 

rnrnmmrnmmmMmm 

J  * o 

7  7 

c  c 

Jr  xiw  luy  xrcipny 

o .  u 

ji  r* 

o  ♦  o 

D  ■  O 

Backpacking 

'  .  4 .5  . 

.  5  '  3  .;  .; 

4 , 9 

Off-highway  driving  - 

S  'T’V  /  f  y~ i  / r>Trr*  1 

SSSmSS  &  ^ 

*>  o 

** *  v  /  UwA /  v 

7  *  3 

V  ♦  V 

A 

:x:xxx':.xx:x;x-x:^-'f>!::-P: 

■  ^ 

bnownioDi  ling 

rtTkr%<s<!  r**rsi vnt- t~\t  eln  inft 

2  .  0 

i  ♦  V 

4  ♦  i4 

V/  kJ  kJ  biii  L#A.  y  tmJ  i\  JL 

NUMBER  OF  RESPONDENTS 

V  *  W 

200 

V  *  v 

133 

182 

Source:  Q. 81/TABLES  26-27,  Q. 127/TABLES  35-36,  Q. 165/TABLES  44-45 
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If  a  respondent  engaged  in  a  particular  recreational  activity 
during  their  most  recent  visits,  they  were  asked,  ’’When  you  were 
describing  the  recreational  activities  you  participated  in  during 
your  visits  to  these  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  mentioned  (the 
specific  statement  describing  the  activity  was  read  here) .  Do  you 
do  that  in  places  outside  of  Owyhee  County?"  Exhibit  XVI  presents 
the  results  of  responses  to  this  question.  As  before,  these 
questions  are  so  highly  qualified,  only  a  few  respondents  were 
asked  some  of  them.  When  the  number  of  respondents  answering 
questions  gets  too  low  the  resulting  data  is  derived  from  an 
insufficient  sample  size  to  allow  for  definitive  statistical 
interpretation.  We  have  shaded  those  parts  of  the  exhibit  to 
identify  those  sets  of  data  as  an  aid  to  the  reader. 

Implicit  in  this  question  is  the  notion  that  if  the  area  is  unique 
in  its  ability  to  support  particular  recreational  activities,  the 
existence  of  other  such  areas  outside  of  Owyhee  County  would  be 
low.  However,  the  results  show  more  than  80%  of  these  visitors 
report  that  there  are  other  such  areas.  This  is  strong  evidence 
that  these  areas  are  not  unique  in  their  ability  to  support 
particular  recreational  activities.  There  are  options  to  visit. 

The  differences  between  the  reports  of  visitors  to  the  ITR  Area  and 
visitors  to  the  SCR  Area  are  within  the  margin  of  chance.  That 
means  there  is  no  difference  between  these  two  areas  in  their 
ability  to  support  these  specific  recreational  activities.  What 
make  this  conclusion  especially  important  is  that  the  ITR  Area  has 
been  used  as  an  U.S.  Air  Force  training  range  for  thirty  years  and 
it  currently  supports  the  same  recreational  use  as  the  ITR  Area 
which  has  not  been  a  training  range,  though  it  is  subject  to 
military  flyovers. 
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Exhibit  XVI 


EXISTENCE  OUTSIDE  OWYHEE  COUNTY  OF  PLACES  WHERE  THESE 
VISITORS  ENGAGE  IN  THESE  RECREATIONAL  ACTIVITIES 


Percent  sayinq 

there  are 

such  places: 

Kinds  of  Activities 
Engaged  in  During  Most 
Visits  the  Area  in  Order 
of  their  Popularity 

All 

Visitors 
in  Past 

Ten  Years 

Visitors 
to  the 
ITR 
Area 

Visitors 
to  the 
SCR 
Area 

% 

% 

% 

Fishing 

83.5 

86.3 

83.0 

Hiking 

87.3 

87.0 

86.5 

Sightseeing 

89.9 

89.1 

90.1 

Hunting 

89.1 

87.2 

88.1 

Car  camping 

87.9 

85.7 

86.2 

Boating 

72.0 

64.7 

66.7 

Wildlife  viewing 

86.7 

84.6 

86.7 

Rock  collecting 

66.7 

71.4 

64.3 

Photography 

75.0 

66.7 

75.0 

Backpacking 

88.9 

85.7 

88.9 

Off-highway  driving  - 
ATV/ truck/ cycle 

77.8 

85.7 

71.4 

Snowmobiling 

75.0 

75.0 

75.0 

NUMBER  OF  RESPONDENTS 

200 

133 

182 

Source:  Q . 303-415/TABLES  93-141 
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If  a  respondent  said  there  were  other  places  they  engage  in  a 
particular  recreational  activity,  they  were  then  asked,  "  What 
other  places  do  you  go  (the  specific  statement  describing  the 
activity  was  read  here)?  Any  others?"  Multiple  answers  were 

allowed  to  this  question.  Since  in  this  question  we  were  only 

concerned  with  whether  or  not  these  other  places  were  in  Idaho, 
answers  were  recorded  by  the  name  of  the  state  where  these  places 
are.  Exhibit  XVII  presents  the  results  of  responses  to  this 
question.  As  before,  these  questions  are  so  highly  qualified,  only 
a  few  respondents  were  asked  some  of  them.  When  the  number  of 
respondents  answering  questions  gets  too  low  the  resulting  data 
is  derived  from  an  insufficient  sample  size  to  allow  for  definitive 
statistical  interpretation.  We  have  shaded  those  parts  of  the 
exhibit  to  identify  those  sets  of  data  as  an  aid  to  the  reader. 

As  noted  earlier  in  regard  to  a  similar  question,  implicit  in  this 
question  is  an  economic  issue.  If  a  replacement  for  the  area  in 
Owyhee  County  had  to  be  found  because  usage  needs  were  no  longer 
being  met,  would  the  alternate  areas  be  outside  of  Idaho  with  a 
resulting  loss  of  revenue. 

The  results  show  more  than  almost  90%  of  these  visitors  report  that 
there  are  alternative  areas  in  Idaho  for  the  recreational 
activities  they  engaged  in  during  their  recent  visits  to  the  these 
areas  in  Owyhee  County.  This  is  strong  evidence  that  the  revenue 
loss  potential  for  Idaho  would  be  minimal  should  visitors  to  these 
areas  in  Owyhee  County  have  to  find  an  alternative. 

Again,  the  differences  between  the  ITR  Area  and  the  SCR  Area  are 
within  the  margin  of  chance.  That  means  that  neither  of  them  is 
unique  in  its  ability  to  support  specific  recreational  activity 
sought  in  a  visit.  Visitors  have  many  options. 
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Exhibit  XVII 


LOCATION  OF  THESE  OTHER  AREAS 

Percent  of  respondents  indicating  that 
other  areas  in  Idaho,  but  outside  of 
Owyhee  County,  offer  the  same  recreational 
activities  as  areas  in  Owyhee  County; 


Kinds  of  Activities 
Engaged  in  During  Most 
Visits  to  the  Area  in 
Order  of  Popularity 

All 

Visitors 
in  Past 

Ten  Years 

Visitors 
to  the 

ITR 

Area 

Visitors 
to  the 
SCR 
Area 

% 

% 

% 

Fishing 

88.4 

89.9 

89.7 

Hiking 

88.4 

91.5 

89.1 

Sightseeing 

87.3 

85.7 

87.5 

Hunting 

92.7 

94.1 

92.9 

Car  camping 

75.9 

75.0 

80.0 

Wildlife  viewing 

84.6 

81.8 

84.6 

Boating 

88.9 

90.6 

85.7 

Rock  collecting 

90.0 

80.0 

100.0 

Photography 

88.9 

83.3 

88.9 

Backpacking 

75.0 

83.3 

75.0 

Off-highway  driving  - 
ATV/truck/cycle 

71.4 

66.7 

80.0 

Snowmobiling 

66.7 

66.7 

66.7 

NUMBER  OF  RESPONDENTS 

200 

133 

182 

Source:  Q. 303-415/TABLES  93-141 
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If  respondents  said  there  were  other  places  they  go  to  participate 
in  a  particular  recreational  activity,  they  were  then  asked,  "How 
do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to  for  (the  specific  statement 
describing  the  activity  was  read  here)  compare  to  these  other 
places  you  go?"  The  choices  were  offered  in  the  form  of  a  rating 
scale  with  the  statistical  values  in  parentheses:  Much  Better  (5), 
Slightly  Better  (4),  About  the  Same  (3),  Slightly  Worse  (2),  and 
Much  Worse  (1).  Exhibit  XVIII  presents  the  results  of  the 
responses  to  this  question  for  each  statement  summarized  using  an 
average  rating  which  could  range  from  5.00  (Much  Better)  to  1.00 
(Much  Worse) .  As  before,  these  questions  are  so  highly  qualified, 
only  a  few  respondents  were  asked  some  of  them.  When  the  number  of 
respondents  answering  questions  gets  too  low  the  resulting  data 
is  derived  from  an  insufficient  sample  size  to  allow  for  definitive 
statistical  interpretation.  We  have  shaded  those  parts  of  the 
exhibit  to  identify  those  sets  of  data  as  an  aid  to  the  reader. 

An  explanation  of  how  to  interpret  these  scores  may  be  helpful.  If 
the  mean  scores  for  these  ratings  are  high,  the  data  would  suggest 
that  these  areas  in  Owyhee  County  are  judged  to  be  better  than  the 
alternative  areas  for  that  particular  recreational  activity.  This 
pattern  of  data  would  support  the  uniqueness  of  the  area. 

On  the  other  hand,  if  the  scores  are  low,  the  data  would  suggest 
that  these  areas  in  Owyhee  County  are  judged  to  be  worse  than  the 
alternate  areas.  This  would  be  a  highly  unlikely  outcome,  however, 
since  these  respondents  are  visitors  to  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County. 

The  results  in  the  exhibit  show  scores  in  the  range  of  3.00  or 
higher.  That  means  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  are  rated  "About  the 
Same"  as  the  alternate  areas.  This  is  further  evidence  that  these 
areas  in  Owyhee  County  are  not  unique  relative  to  available 
alternate  areas  in  their  ability  to  support  specific  recreational 
activity  motivating  visits.  Visitors  do  have  alternative  areas  of 
equal  or  better  merit. 

Again,  the  differences  between  the  ITR  Area  and  the  SCR  Area  are 
within  the  margin  of  chance.  That  means  that  neither  of  them  is 
unique  in  its  ability  to  support  specific  recreational  activity 
sought  in  a  visit.  Visitors  have  many  options. 
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Exhibit  XVIII 


COMPARISON  OF  THE  ALTERNATE  AREAS  TO  THE  AREAS  IN  OWYHEE  COUNTY 


Means  on  a  Comparison  Rating  Scale*: 


Kinds  of  Activities 
Engaged  in  During  Most 
Visits  to  the  Area  in 
Order  of  Popularity 

All 

Visitors 
in  Past 

Ten  Years 

Visitors 
to  the 

ITR 

Area 

Visitors 
to  the 
SCR 
Area 

Fishing 

3.12 

2.99 

3.16 

Hiking 

3.29 

3.33 

3.32 

Sightseeing 

3.09 

2.98 

3.10 

Hunting 

3.49 

3.49 

3.51 

Car  camping 

3.36 

3.38 

3.29 

Wildlife  viewing 

3.54 

3.55 

3.54 

Boating 

3.71 

3.36 

3.27 

Rock  collecting 

3.56 

3.50 

3.56 

Photography 

3.56 

3.17 

3.56 

Backpacking 

3.38 

3.50 

3.38 

Off-highway  driving  - 
ATV/truck/cycle 

3.83 

3.60 

3.80 

Snowmobiling 

3.50 

3.50 

3.50 

NUMBER  OF  RESPONDENTS 

200 

133 

182 

Comparison  Rating  Scale: 

Much  Better  =  5  Slightly  Better  =  4 

About  the  same  =  3  Slightly  Worse  =  2 

Much  worse  =  1 

Source:  Q. 303-415/TABLES  93-141 
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Perception  of  Problems  in  the  Range  Areas 


The  last  section  of  the  report  concerns  perceptions  of  problems  in 
the  range  areas.  This  concern  was  addressed  by  developing  a  list 
of  statements  describing  things  which  visitors  might  perceive  to  be 
problems.  Respondents  were  asked,  "How  much  of  a  problem  was 
(statement)  to  you  during  your  visits  to  this  part  of  Idaho?"  The 
choices  were  offered  in  the  form  of  a  rating  scale  with  the 
statistical  values  in  parentheses:  Much  (4),  Some  (3),  Little  (2), 
or  None  at  All  (1).  Exhibit  XIX  presents  the  results  of  responses 
to  this  question  for  each  problem  statement  summarized  using  an 
average  rating  which  could  range  from  4.00  (Much)  to  1.00  (None  at 
All). 

An  explanation  of  how  to  interpret  these  scores  may  be  helpful.  If 
the  mean  scores  for  these  problem  statements  are  high,  the  data 
would  suggest  the  existence  of  major  problems.  On  the  other  hand, 
if  the  scores  are  low,  the  data  would  suggest  that  such  a  problem 
may  not  exist  or  may  not  be  serious. 

Concerns  about  visitor's  perception  of  problems  in  the  areas  appear 
to  be  unwarranted.  The  highest  rated  problem  was  "Poor  Roads"  and 
it  was  described  as  a  "Little"  problem. 

It  is  very  interesting  that  "Airplanes  Flying  Overhead"  is  not 
rated  higher  on  the  problem  list.  Even  more  striking  is  the  fact 
that  both  the  ITR  Area  and  the  SCR  Area  are  rated  the  same  on  this 
problem  statement.  The  experience  of  low  flying  airplanes  in  the 
SCR  Area  for  the  past  thirty  years  is  not  judged  to  be  a  problem  to 
visitors . 
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Exhibit  XIX 


RATINGS  OF  POSSIBLE  PROBLEMS  IN  THE  RANGE  AREAS 


Means  on  a 

Problem  Rating 

Scale* : 

Possible  Problems  in 

Areas  in  Order  of  the 
Degree  of  Problem 
they  Represent 

All 

Visitors 
in  Past 

Ten  Years 

Visitors 
to  the 

ITR 

Area 

Visitors 
to  the 
SCR 
Area 

Poor  roads 

1.93 

1.98 

1.93 

Limited  access  due 
to  private  property/ 
gates/fences 

1.86 

1.94 

1.86 

Unavailability 
of  toilet  facilities 

1.84 

1.88 

1.87 

Not  enough  water 
for  enjoyable  boating 

1.63 

1.73 

1.69 

Too  much  livestock 

1.62 

1.56 

1.66 

Airplanes  flying 
overhead 

1.61 

1.67 

1.66 

Lack  of  game 

1.60 

1.57 

1.63 

Too  many  other  visitors 

1.55 

1.58 

1.55 

Unsafe  water  for  drinking 
or  cooking 

1.54 

1.55 

1.58 

NUMBER  OF  RESPONDENTS 

200 

133 

182 

Degree  of  Problem  Rating: 

Much  =  4 
Some  =  3 
Little  =  2 
None  at  all  =  1 


Source:  Q.  423-431/TABLES  142-150 
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APPENDIX: 


•  Detailed  Methodology 

•  Sample  Statistics 

•  Dispositions  Report 

•  Questionnaire 

•  Detailed  Tabulations 

•  Special  Tabulations  for 
the  Visits  in  1991 
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DETAILED  METHODOLOGY 


Information  Needs 


The  objectives  for  the  study  produced  the  following  specific 
information  needs  which  formed  the  outline  of  the  questionnaire  (a 
copy  of  the  questionnaire  is  in  the  Appendix  to  this  report) . 

1.  Has  anyone  in  the  household  visited  Owyhee  County  in 

southwest  Idaho  for  recreational  purposes  in  the  past  ten 
years . 


2.  (If  visited)  When  you  visited  this  area  did  you  visit  any 
of  these  specific  sites: 

ITR  Sites  SCR  Sites 


•  Owyhee  River  (South  Fork) 

•  Owyhee  River  (East  Fork) 

•  Deep  Creek 

•  Battle  Creek 

•  Camas  Creek 

•  Pole  Creek 

•  Nickel  Creek 


•  Sheep  Creek 

•  Clover  Creek 

•  Bruneau  River 

•  Jarbidge  River 

•  Saylor  Creek 


Note:  Persons  had  to  report  visiting  at  least  one  of  these 
specific  sites  to  be  considered  a  visitor  to  that  range 
area . 


3.  (If  a  visitor)  Questioning  then  included  a  usage  profile 
for  each  visit  of  the  persons  three  most  recent  visits  to 
the  area: 


•  Year  of  visit 

•  Specific  sites  visited 

•  Number  of  family  members  who  visited 

•  Number  of  days  in  the  area 

•  Type  of  activity  or  usage 

4.  (If  a  visitor)  Questioning  focused  on  the  benefits  or 
values  received  from  visits  to  the  area: 

•  Relative  importance  of  several  benefits  or  values 

•  Were  a  person's  important  benefits  or  values  realizable 
in  other  areas  outside  of  Owyhee  County 

•  Where  were  those  other  areas 

•  How  does  the  ITR  site  compare  to  these  other  areas  in 
delivering  each  benefit  or  value 
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5.  (If  a  visitor)  Questioning  focused  on  the  types  of  specific 
activities  engaged  in  during  the  three  visits  profiled 
earlier  in  the  interview: 

•  Are  these  activities  engaged  in  other  areas  outside  of 
Owyhee  County 

•  Where  are  those  other  areas 

•  How  does  the  ITR  site  compare  to  these  other  areas  for 
each  activity 

6.  (If  a  visitor)  Specific  problems  expected  to  be  present  in 
the  ITR  were  probed  with  questions. 

7.  (If  a  visitor)  Demographic  questions  were  asked  to  profile 

visitors . 

The  actual  questionnaire  used  in  the  interviewing  was  developed 
with  the  full  co-operation  of  SAIC  personnel  assisted  by 
representatives  from  BLM  and  Wally  Meyer,  an  outside  consultant. 


Sample  Design 


The  design  of  the  sample  was  complicated  by  two  considerations. 
First,  where  the  visitors  came  from  was  completely  unknown.  And, 
second,  the  number  of  visitors  was  expected  to  be  very  low. 

The  problem  of  geography  was  solved  by  limiting  the  sample  to 
roughly  a  200  mile  radius  from  the  ITR  site.  (The  specific 
counties  included  in  the  sampling  universe  are  detailed  in  the 
Appendix  of  this  report.) 

The  sampling  universe  was  defined  as  all  households  within  roughly 
a  200  mile  radius  from  the  ITR  Area.  This  initial  distance  was 
defined  on  a  combination  of  factors.  First,  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Transportation  estimates  that  on  average,  a  person  will  travel 
about  80  miles  for  recreation  or  vacation  purposes  (U.S.  Department 
of  Transportation,  1990).  The  second  factor  was  a  study  done  by 
Reed  and  Villasenor  (1982)  which  demonstrated  that  recreation 
facilities  at  distances  requiring  more  than  2  hours  travel  (driving 
time)  from  the  place  of  residence  are  not  heavily  used  except  for 
very  popular  developed  recreation  sites  or  areas  of  unique 
attraction  such  as  a  national  park.  The  third  factor  was  from 
personal  communications  with  the  BLM,  IDF&G  and  reviewing 
registration  lists.  Counties  from  Nevada  and  Montana  were  included 
as  these  areas  had  known  visitors  to  the  ITR  Area. 
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The  sampling  universe  was  ultimately  expanded  to  a  perimeter 
defined  by  these  metropolitan  areas: 


Baker,  OR 
Klamath  Falls,  OR 
Reno ,  NV 


Lewiston,  ID 


ITR 


Elko,  NV 


Missoula,  MT 
Idaho  Falls,  ID 
Logan,  UT 


The  area  defined  as  the  sampling  universe  included  a  total 
population  of  1,700,000  persons  or  629,000  households.  The  study 
was  designed  to  estimate  the  number  of  visitors  coming  from  within 
the  geography  of  the  sampling  universe.  The  sample  was  not 
designed  to  estimate  visitors  coming  from  outside  the  perimeter  of 
the  sampling  universe. 


The  expected  small  number  of  visitors  required  a  sample  large 
enough  to  be  statistically  reliable  and  produce  enough  visitors  to 
enable  some  profiling  of  their  usage.  A  sample  of  2,000  households 
was  randomly  selected  and  interviewed.  The  sample  list  of 
telephone  numbers  was  computer  generated  to  include  unlisted  and 
newly  listed  numbers.  The  co-operation  rate  was  39%.  A  sample  of 
this  type  and  size  produced  survey  data  with  an  error  range  of  +/- 
2.2%  at  the  95%  level  of  confidence. 


Interviewing 

The  interviewing  was  conducted  by  telephone  on  evenings  and 
weekends  during  the  period:  September  16  -  October  1,  1992. 
Handling  this  volume  of  calling  was  a  challenging  assignment.  The 
Survey  Research  Center  (SRC)  has  a  dedicated  telephone  interviewing 
facility,  trained  student  interviewers,  and  special  computer 
software  (Ci2/CATI)  to  do  interviews  on  computers  producing 
virtually  error-free  and  ready  to  use  data  files. 

After  the  questionnaire  was  approved  and  computerized  it  was  pre¬ 
tested  in  an  evening  of  work.  All  interviewing  was  done  under  SRC 
staff  supervision.  Interviews  with  non-visitors  were  very  short. 
Those  with  visitors  averaged  about  ten  minutes.  Respondents  within 
visitor  households  were  self-selected  as  a  person  able  to  describe 
the  trips.  Requested  callbacks  were  recorded  and  attempted  at 
least  three  times  to  preserve  the  randomness  of  the  sample. 
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Data  Analysis 


The  resulting  survey  data  was  processed  using  a  standard  survey 
research  tabulating  program  called  SurveyTAB .  That  program 
provides  the  basic  descriptive  statistical  analysis  of  the  data. 
The  summary  tabulations  are  appended  to  this  report  (or  can  be 
accessed  through  SAIC  or  SRC) .  Other  appropriate,  more  finite 
statistical  analysis  of  the  data  was  conducted  as  needed.  Where 
appropriate  throughout  the  report,  differences  which  are 
statistically  significant  (at  the  95%  level  of  confidence)  will  be 
mentioned. 
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SAIC  Training  Range  Telephone  Survey 


SAMPLE  DESCRIPTION  AND  STATISTICS 


House- 


Inter- 


State/County 

Population 

holds 

Percent 

Quota 

views 

Idaho : 

Ada  (01) 

205,775 

77,471 

12.3 

246 

246 

Adams  (02) 

3,254 

1,251 

.2 

4 

4 

Bannock  (03) 

66,026 

23,412 

3.7 

74 

74 

Brigham  (06) 

37,583 

11,513 

1.8 

36 

36 

Blaine  (07) 

13,552 

5,506 

.9 

18 

18 

Boise  (08) 

3,509 

1,357 

.2 

4 

4 

Bonneville  (10) 

72,207 

24,289 

3.9 

78 

78 

Butte  (12) 

2,918 

997 

.2 

4 

4 

Camas  (13) 

727 

275 

.  1 

2 

2 

Canyon  (14) 

90,076 

31,288 

5.0 

100 

100 

Cassia  (16) 

19,532 

6,373 

1.0 

20 

20 

Clark  (17) 

762 

277 

.  1 

2 

2 

Clearwater  (18) 

8,505 

3,213 

.5 

10 

10 

Custer  (19) 

4,133 

1,561 

.2 

4 

4 

Elmore  (20) 

21,205 

7,136 

1.1 

22 

22 

Franklin  (21) 

9,232 

2,824 

.5 

10 

10 

Gem  (23) 

11,844 

4,424 

.7 

14 

14 

Gooding  (24) 

11,633 

4,320 

.7 

14 

14 

Idaho  (25) 

13,783 

5,187 

.8 

16 

16 

Jefferson  (26) 

16,543 

4,871 

.8 

16 

16 

Jerome  (27) 

15,138 

5,325 

.8 

16 

16 

Lemhi  (30) 

6,899 

2,769 

.4 

8 

8 

Lewis  (31) 

3,516 

1,393 

.2 

4 

4 

Lincoln  (32) 

3,308 

1,191 

.2 

4 

4 

Minidoka  (34) 

19,361 

6,472 

1.0 

20 

20 

Nez  Perce  (35) 

33,754 

13,618 

2.2 

44 

44 

Oneida  (36) 

3,492 

1,159 

.2 

4 

4 

Owhyee  (37) 

8,392 

2,820 

.4 

8 

8 

Payette  (38) 

16,434 

6,040 

1.0 

20 

20 

Power  (39) 

7,086 

2,370 

.4 

8 

8 

Twin  Falls  (42) 

53,580 

19,737 

3.1 

62 

62 

Valley  (43) 

6,109 

2,404 

.4 

8 

8 

Washington  (44) 

8,550 

3,257 

.5 

10 

10 

IDAHO  TOTAL 

798,418 

286,100 

45.5 

910 

910 
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SAIC  Training  Range  Telephone  Survey 
SAMPLE  DESCRIPTION  AND  STATISTICS  (CONTINUED) 


House- 


Inter- 


State/County 

Population 

holds 

Percent 

Quota 

views 

Oregon: 

Baker  (01) 

15,317 

6,118 

1.0 

20 

20 

Crook  (02) 

14,111 

5,455 

.9 

18 

18 

Deschutes  (03) 

74,958 

29,217 

4.6 

92 

92 

Grant  (04) 

7,853 

3,092 

.5 

10 

10 

Harney  (05) 

7,060 

2,760 

.5 

10 

10 

Klamath  (06) 

57,702 

22,341 

3.6 

72 

72 

Lake  (07) 

7,186 

2,765 

.4 

8 

8 

Malheur  (08) 

26,038 

9,457 

1.5 

30 

30 

Union  (09) 

23,598 

9,035 

1.4 

28 

28 

Wallowa  (10) 

6,911 

2,796 

.4 

8 

8 

OREGON  TOTAL 

240,734 

93,036 

14.8 

296 

296 

California : 

Lassen  (01) 

27,598 

8,543 

1.3 

26 

26 

Modoc  (02) 

9,678 

3,711 

.6 

12 

12 

CALIFORNIA  TOTAL 

37,276 

12,254 

1.9 

38 

38 

Nevada : 

Churchill  (01) 

17,938 

6,666 

1.0 

20 

20 

Elko  (02) 

33,530 

11,777 

1.9 

38 

38 

Eureka  (03) 

1,547 

617 

.1 

2 

2 

Humboldt  (04) 

12,844 

4,538 

.7 

14 

14 

Lander  (05) 

6,266 

2,212 

.3 

6 

6 

Pershing  (06) 

4,336 

1,614 

.3 

6 

6 

Storey  (07) 

2,526 

1,006 

.2 

4 

4 

Washoe  (08) 

254,667 

102,294 

16.3 

326 

326 

White  Pine  (09) 

9,264 

3,296 

.5 

10 

10 

NEVADA  TOTAL 

342,918 

134,020 

21.3 

426 

426 
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SAIC  Training  Range  Telephone  Survey 
SAMPLE  DESCRIPTION  AND  STATISTICS  (CONTINUED) 


House-  Inter- 


State/County 

Population 

holds 

Percent 

Quota 

views 

Utah: 

Box  Elder  (01) 

36,485 

10,954 

1.8 

36 

36 

Cache  (02) 

70,183 

21,021 

3.3 

66 

66 

Tooele  (03) 

26,601 

8,581 

1.4 

28 

28 

UTAH  TOTAL 

133,269 

40,556 

6.5 

130 

130 

Montana : 

Beaverhead  (01) 

8,424 

3,211 

.5 

10 

10 

Deer  Lodge  (02) 

10,278 

4,060 

.7 

14 

14 

Granite  (03) 

2,548 

1,051 

.2 

4 

4 

Missoula  (04) 

78,687 

30,782 

4.9 

98 

98 

Ravalli  (05) 

25,010 

9,698 

1.5 

30 

30 

Silver  Bow  (06) 

33,941 

13,899 

2.2 

44 

44 

MONTANA  TOTAL 

158,888 

62,701 

10.0 

200 

200 

GRAND  TOTAL 

1,711,503 

628,667 

100.0 

2,000 

2,000 
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DISPOSITIONS  REPORT 


Total  Calls  Made 

18,211 

Non-working  Number 

3,389 

Business  Number 

813 

Busy 

472 

No  Answer 

4,674 

Refused  (all  ques . ) 

1,356 

Uncompleted  Callbacks  (all  ques. 

,  )  357 

Started  Interview 

2,256 

Hung-up  During  Interview 

65 

Ended  Interview 

2,191* 

Calculation  of  Co-operation  Rate: 


Refusals  +  Hang-ups 

Co-operation  Rate 

(Refusals  +  Hang-ups)  +  Ended  Interviews 


1,356  +  65  1,412 

39% 

1,356  +  65  +  2191  3,603 

*  A  total  of  more  than  2,000  interviews  were  completed  in  order  to 
balance  the  sample  proportionately  by  county. 
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IDAHO  TRAINING  RANGE  SURVEY 


(Condensed  and  annotated  version  of  the  computer  questionnaire) 
Q#  1 

Interviewer  Number 
Q#  2 

Respondent's  State  of  Residence 
Q#  3 

Respondent's  County  of  Residence 
Q#  4 

Respondent's  Phone  Number 
Q#  6 

Hello.  I'm  calling  from  the  Survey  Research  Center  at  Boise  State 
University. 

We  are  conducting  a  survey  about  recreational  visits  to  parts  of 
southwestern  Idaho.  I  need  to  speak  with  an  adult  in  your 
household.  Would  that  be  you? 

1  No .. .Non-working  number 

2  No ...  Business  number 

3  No . . . Busy 

4  No. . .No  answer/answering  machine 

5  No... Ref used  interview 

6  No... Another  person  in  household 

7  No ...  Requested  a  callback 

8  Yes .. Potential  respondent 

Q#  7-15 

(These  questions  were  reserved  to  handle  the  phasing  of  the 
interview:  terminating  a  dead  call,  arranging  a  callback,  or 
locating  a  qualified  respondent  from  Q.6.) 

Q#  16 

This  survey  is  very  important  for  LAND  USE  PLANNING  in  Idaho  and 
will  be  used  by  several  federal  and  state  governmental  agencies  to 
help  them  establish  priorities. 

Your  phone  number  was  selected  at  random  and  your  answers  will  be 
confidential.  The  interview  will  take  about  five  minutes.  May  I 
continue? 

1  Yes 

2  No...  but  requested  a  call  back 

3  No/DK/NA/ ...  refused  interview 
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Q#  17-18 

(These  questions  were  reserved  for  phasing  the  interview  following 
Q.16.) 

Q#  19 

In  the  past  ten  years  have  you  or  anyone  in  your  household  visited 
Owyhee  County  in  southwestern  Idaho  for  outdoor  recreation? 

1  Yes 

2  No  (Terminated) 

3  DK/NA  (Terminated) 

Note:  Owyhee  County  is  south  and  west  of  the  Snake  River  in  the 
southwestern  corner  of  Idaho.  Popular  recreational  sites  in  this 
area  include  the  Owyhee,  Bruneau,  and  Jarbidge  Rivers. 

Q#  20 

Are  you  the  best  person  in  your  household  to  answer  questions  about 
these  trips? 

1  Yes 

2  No 

3  DK/NA/refused  interview 


Q#  21-24 

(These  questions  were  used  for  ending  interview  following  Q.20.) 


Q#  24-41  (Multiple  questions  for  multiple  answers.) 

I  am  going  to  read  a  list  of  outdoor  recreation  areas  in  Owyhee 
County.  After  I  read  each  one,  say  "Yes"  if  you  or  other  members 
of  your  household  have  participated  in  recreational  activities  at 
or  near  that  area  in  the  past  TEN  YEARS. 


1  Owyhee  River 

2  Juniper  Mountain 

3  Deep  Creek 

4  Battle  Creek 

5  Camas  Creek 

6  Pole  Creek 

7  Nickel  Creek 

8  Juniper  Basin 

9  Jacks  Creek 


A  Sheep  Creek 
B  Clover  Creek 
C  Bruneau  River 
D  Jarbidge  River 
E  Saylor  Creek 
F  Murphy  Hot  Springs 

G  Volunteered  answers  on  OTHER  SITE  LIST 
H  Other  volunteered  answers 
I  DK/NA/None/None  others 


Q#  42-46  (If  "Owyhee  River"  mentioned  in  Q. 24-41.  Multiple 

questions  for  multiple  answers.) 

You  mentioned  the  Owyhee  River.  What  fork  or  branch  of  the  Owyhee 
River  did  you  visit?  Any  others? 

1  North  Fork 

2  East  Fork 

3  South  Fork 

4  Other  branches/names 

5  DK/NA/None/None  others 
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Q#  47-48 

(Reserved  for  computer  functions) 

Q#  49 

(If  a  respondent  only  visited  the  North  Fork  of  the  Owyhee  River 
they  were  terminated  at  this  point.) 

Q#  50  (A  transition  screen  for  qualified  respondents.) 

Since  you  have  visited  some  of  these  recreational  areas  in  Owyhee 
County,  your  experiences  on  those  visits  will  be  the  focus  of  the 
next  questions. 

Q#  51 

In  the  past  ten  years,  about  how  many  different  trips  in  total  have 
you  or  other  members  of  your  household  made  to  these  areas  in 
Owyhee  County? 

Q#  52  (If  only  "1"  to  Q.51) 

What  year  did  you  make  that  trip? 


1 

1992 

7 

1986 

2 

1991 

8 

1985 

3 

1990 

9 

1984 

4 

1989 

A 

1983 

5 

1988 

B 

1982 

6 

1987 

C 

DK/NA 

Q#  53  (If  "2"  or  more  to  Q.51) 

In  what  year  did  you  take  your  most  recent  trip? 

Q#  54  (If  "2"  or  more  to  Q.51) 

In  what  year  did  you  make  the  trip  before  the  one  you  made  in 
(answer  to  Q.53)  ? 

Q#  55  (If  "3"  or  more  to  Q.51) 

In  what  year  did  you  make  the  trip  before  the  one  you  made  in 
(answer  to  Q.54)  ? 

Q#  56-58 

(Reserved  for  computer  functions.) 

Note:  The  question  series  Q. 59-100  was  asked  of  the  only  or  most 
recent  visit.) 

Q#  59-76  (Multiple  questions  for  multiple  answers.) 

The  next  questions  concern  the  trip  taken  in  (year  in  Q. 52-55). 
Which  of  the  areas  of  Owyhee  County  that  you  mentioned  earlier  were 
visited  on  that  trip?  Any  others? 

(Site  list  in  Q. 24-41  was  repeated) 
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Q#  77 

How  many  people  from  your  household  made  that  visit? 


Q#  78 

About  how  many  days  were  spent  in  this  area  of  southwestern  Idaho 
during  that  visit? 

Q#  79 

(Reserved  for  computer  function) 

Q#  81-99  (Multiple  questions  for  multiple  answers.) 

What  kinds  of  recreational  activity  were  engaged  in  on  that  visit? 
Any  others? 

1  Hunting  -  big  game  B  Rock  collecting 

2  Hunting  -  water  fowl  C  Off-highway  driving  - 


ATV, truck, cycle 
D  Wildlife  viewing 
E  Sightseeing 
F  Photography 
G  Snowmobiling 
H  Cross  country  skiing 
I  Other 

J  DK/NA/None/None  others 


3  Hunting  -  upland  game 

4  Hunting  -  unspecified 

5  Fishing 

6  Boating  -  raft , canoe , kayak 

7  Boating  -  other  mentions 

8  Car  camping 

9  Backpacking 
A  Hiking 


Q#  100 

On  that  trip,  was  this  area  in  Idaho  your  primary  destination  or 
was  it  a  stop  on  the  way  to  some  other  place? 

1  Primary  destination 

2  Stop  along  the  way 

3  Other  volunteered  answers 

4  DK/NA 

Q#  101-142 

Note:  The  question  series  Q. 101-142  is  a  repeat  of  the  series  Q.59- 
100  asked  for  the  second  most  recent  trip  -  the  one  mentioned  in 
Q  •  54  .  ) 

Q#  143-184 

Note:  The  question  series  Q. 143-184  is  a  repeat  of  the  series  Q.59- 
100  asked  for  the  third  most  recent  trip  -  the  one  mentioned  in 
Q.55.  ) 

Q#  185 

That's  the  end  of  questions  about  specific  trips.  The  rest  of  the 
survey  is  about  your  impressions  of  this  part  of  Idaho. 

The  next  questions  concern  the  satisfaction  or  rewards  visitors 
get  from  their  visits  to  these  parts  of  Owyhee  County  in  Idaho. 
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Q#  186 

How  important  to  you  is... 

Hunting  specific  game... 

as  a  reason  for  your  visits  to  this  area  of  Owyhee  County  in 
Idaho . . . 

1  Very  important, 

2  Moderately  important, 

3  Slightly  important,  or 

4  Not  important  at  all? 

5  DK/NA 

Q#  187  (If  "Very"  or  "Moderately"  to  Q.186) 

Are  there  places  OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE  COUNTY  where  you  go  for. . . 
Hunting  the  same  game... 

similar  to  that  which  you  get  from  your  visits  to  these  areas  IN 
Owyhee  County? 

1  Yes 

2  No 

3  DK/NA 

Q#  188-192  (If  "Yes"  to  Q.187.  Multiple  questions  for  multiple 

answers . ) 

What  other  places  do  you  go  for... 

Hunting  the  same  game? 

Any  others? 

1  Other  parts  of  Idaho 

2  Oregon 

3  Nevada 

4  Other  state/location 

5  Other  answers 

6  DK/NA/None/None  others 

Q#  193  (If  "Yes"  to  Q.187) 

How  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to  for. . . 

Hunting  the  same  game... 
compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you  go... 

1  Much  better, 

2  Slightly  better, 

3  About  the  same, 

4  Slightly  worse,  or 

5  Much  worse? 

6  DK/NA 

Q#  194-201 

Note:  This  series  of  questions  repeated  Q. 186-193  for  "Viewing 
Wildlife. " 
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Q#  202-209 


Note:  This  series  of  questions  repeated  Q. 186-193  for  "Viewing 
the  scenic  beauty  of  the  area". 

Q#  210-217 

Note:  This  series  of  questions  repeated  Q. 186-193  for  "Experiencing 
the  quiet  and  solitude." 

Q#  218-225 

Note:  This  series  of  questions  repeated  Q. 186-193  for  "Experiencing 
the  excitement  of  river  boating." 

Q#  226-233 

Note:  This  series  of  questions  repeated  Q. 186-193  for  "Experiencing 
the  primitive  wilderness." 

Q#  234-241 

Note:  This  series  of  questions  repeated  Q. 186-193  for  "Being  with 
family  and  friends  in  the  outdoors." 

Q#  242-249 

Note:  This  series  of  questions  repeated  Q. 186-193  for  "Viewing 
historical  or  archaeological  sites." 

Q#  250-257 

Note:  This  series  of  questions  repeated  Q. 186-193  for  "Being  part 
of  a  group  arranged  by  an  outfitter  or  other  organization." 

Q#  258-265 

Note:  This  series  of  questions  repeated  Q. 186-193  for  "Viewing 
plants  and  flowers." 

Q#  266-273 

Note:  This  series  of  questions  repeated  Q. 186-193  for  "Collecting 
rocks  and  minerals . " 

Q#  274-281 

Note:  This  series  of  questions  repeated  Q. 186-193  for  "Being  close 
to  nature." 
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Q#  282-302 

(Reserved  for  computer  functions) 

Q#  303  (If  "Hunting  big  game"  one  of  the  first  four  mentions  of 
activities  in  three  most  recent  visits  -  Q. 81-99,  Q.123- 
141,  or  Q. 165-183) 

When  you  mentioned  describing  the  recreational  activities  you 
participated  in  during  your  recent  visits  to  these  areas  in  Owyhee 
County  in  Idaho,  you  mentioned. . . 

Hunting  big  game. 

Do  you  do  that  in  places  outside  of  Owyhee  County? 

1  Yes 

2  No 

3  DK/NA 

Q#  304-308  (If  "Yes"  to  Q.303.  Multiple  questions  for  multiple 

answers . ) 

What  other  places  do  you  go  for. . . 

Hunting  big  game? 

Any  others? 

1  Other  parts  of  Idaho 

2  Oregon 

3  Nevada 

4  Other  state/location 

5  Other  answers 

6  DK/NA/None/None  others 

Q#  309  (If  "Yes"  to  Q.303) 

How  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to  for. . . 

Hunting  big  game. . . 

compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you  go... 

1  Much  better, 

2  Slightly  better, 

3  About  the  same, 

4  Slightly  worse,  or 

5  Much  worse? 

6  DK/NA 

Q#  310-316 

Note:  The  question  series  Q. 303-309  was  repeated,  with  the  same 
qualifications,  for  "Hunting  water  fowl." 

Q#  317-323 

Note:  The  question  series  Q. 303-309  was  repeated,  with  the  same 
qualifications,  for  "Hunting  upland  game." 
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Q#  324-330 


Note:  The  question  series  Q. 303-309  was  repeated,  with  the  same 
qualifications,  for  "Hunting  (unspecified)." 

Q#  331-337 

Note:  The  question  series  Q. 303-309  was  repeated,  with  the  same 
qualifications,  for  "Fishing." 

Q#  338-344 

Note:  The  question  series  Q. 303-309  was  repeated,  with  the  same 
qualifications,  for  "Boating  in  a  raft,  canoe,  or  kayak." 

Q#  345-351 

Note:  The  question  series  Q. 303-309  was  repeated,  with  the  same 
qualifications,  for  "Boating  (unspecified)." 

Q#  352-358 

Note:  The  question  series  Q. 303-309  was  repeated,  with  the  same 
qualifications,  for  "Car  camping." 

Q#  359-365 

Note:  The  question  series  Q. 303-309  was  repeated,  with  the  same 
qualifications,  for  "Backpacking." 

Q#  366-374 

Note:  The  question  series  Q. 303-309  was  repeated,  with  the  same 
qualifications,  for  "Hiking." 

Q#  373-379 

Note:  The  question  series  Q. 303-309  was  repeated,  with  the  same 
qualifications,  for  "Rock  collecting." 

Q#  380-386 

Note:  The  question  series  Q. 303-309  was  repeated,  with  the  same 
qualifications,  for  "Off-highway  driving." 

Q#  387-393 

Note:  The  question  series  Q. 303-309  was  repeated,  with  the  same 
qualifications,  for  "Wildlife  viewing." 
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Q#  394-400 


Note:  The  question  series  Q. 303-309  was  repeated,  with  the  same 
qualifications,  for  "Sightseeing." 

Q#  401-407 

Note:  The  question  series  Q. 303-309  was  repeated,  with  the  same 
qualifications,  for  "Photography." 

Q#  408-414 

Note:  The  question  series  Q. 303-309  was  repeated,  with  the  same 
qualifications,  for  "Snowmobiling. " 

Q#  415-421 

Note:  The  question  series  Q. 303-309  was  repeated,  with  the  same 
qualifications,  for  "Cross  country  skiing." 

Q#  422 

The  next  questions  concern  possible  UNSATISFACTORY  or  UNPLEASANT 
experiences  you  may  have  had  during  your  visits  to  this  part  of 
Idaho . 

Q#  423 

How  much  of  a  problem  was... 

Unavailability  of  toilet  facilities... 
to  you  during  your  visits  to  this  part  of  Idaho... 

1  Much, 

2  Some, 

3  Little,  or 

4  None  at  all? 

5  DK/NA 

Q#  424 

(Q.423  was  repeated  for  "Too  much  livestock.") 

Q#  425 

(Q.423  was  repeated  for  "Too  many  other  visitors.") 

Q#  426 

(Q.423  was  repeated  for  "Airplanes  flying  overhead.") 

Q#  427 

(Q.423  was  repeated  for  "Not  enough  water  for  enjoyable  boating.") 
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Q#  428 


(Q.423  was  repeated  for  "Unsafe  water  for  drinking  or  cooking.") 
Q#  429 

(Q.423  was  repeated  for  "Poor  roads." 

Q#  430 

(Q.423  was  repeated  for  "Limited  access  due  to  private  property, 
gates,  fences.") 

Q#  431 

(Q.423  was  repeated  for  "Lack  of  game.") 

Q#  432 

When  you  visited  this  area  the  last  time,  what  town  did  you  use  for 
access? 

1  Jordan  Valley,  OR 

2  Murphy/Oreana 

3  Grandview 

4  Bruneau 

5  Duck  Valley  Indian  Reservation 

6  Grasmere 

7  Glenns  Ferry/Bliss/Hagermann 

8  Buhl 

9  Jackpot,  NV  (via  Hwy.  93) 

A  Other  volunteered  answers 
B  DK/NA 

Q#  433 

When  you  were  in  this  part  of  Idaho  the  last  time  did  you  use 
the  services  of  an  outfitter  or  guide? 

1  Yes 

2  No 

3  DK/NA 

Q#  434 

Finally,  I  need  to  ask  some  questions  for  statistical  purposes. 
This  may  seem  silly,  but  I  need  to  ask  rather  than  guess.  Are  you 
male  or  female? 

1  Male 

2  Female 

3  NA/Refused 

Q#  435 

What  is  your  age? 
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Q#  436 

What  is  the  highest  level  of  formal  education  that  you  have 
completed? 

1  Some/completed  grade  school 

2  Some  high  school 

3  High  school  graduate  (12  yrs . ) 

4  Some  college/vo-tech/ jr .  college 

5  College  graduate  (4  yrs.) 

6  Graduate/professional  degree 

7  Other 

8  DK/NA 

Q#  437-442 

(Reserved  for  Survey  Research  Center  use.) 

Q#  443 

That's  the  end.  Thank  you  for  your  time  and  co-operation  in  this 
survey. 
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Q.2  Respondent's  state  of  residence 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr 

.Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

206 

19 

68 

119 

138 

187 

100.0 

9.2 

33.0 

57.8 

67.0 

90.8 

Idaho 

168 

9 

57 

102 

111 

159 

81.6 

47.4 

83.8 

85.7 

80.4 

85.0 

Nevada 

15 

2 

5 

8 

10 

13 

7.3 

10.5 

7.4 

6.7 

7.2 

7.0 

Oregon 

10 

3 

2 

5 

8 

7 

4.9 

15.8 

2.9 

4.2 

5.8 

3.7 

Utah 

6 

3 

1 

2 

5 

3 

2.9 

15.8 

1.5 

1.7 

3.6 

1.6 

Montana 

6 

2 

3 

1 

3 

4 

2.9 

10.5 

4.4 

0.8 

2.2 

2.1 

California 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

0.5 

- 

- 

0.8 

0.7 

0.5 

CHI  SQUARE 

27.4 

2.3 

P 

- 

0.81 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

10 

5 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 

TABLE  1 
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Q.3  Respondent's  county  of  residence  in  IDAHO  [first  of  two  tables 
for  Idaho] 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10 

Yr. Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR  J 

Saylor  sites 

ITR 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

168 

9 

57 

102 

111 

159 

100.0 

5.4 

33.9 

60.7 

66.1 

94.6 

Ada 

68 

2 

26 

40 

42 

66 

40.5 

22.2 

45.6 

39.2 

37.8 

41.5 

Canyon 

34 

3 

15 

16 

19 

31 

20.2 

33.3 

26.3 

15.7 

17.1 

19.5 

Twin  Falls 

20 

- 

6 

14 

14 

20 

11.9 

— 

10.5 

13.7 

12.6 

12.6 

Elmore 

11 

1 

1 

9 

10 

10 

6.5 

11.1 

1.8 

8.8 

9.0 

6.3 

Jerome 

5 

— 

2 

3 

3 

5 

3.0 

- 

3.5 

2.9 

2.7 

3.1 

Bannock 

5 

- 

2 

3 

3 

5 

3.0 

- 

3.5 

2.9 

2.7 

3.1 

Gooding 

4 

- 

1 

3 

3 

4 

2.4 

- 

1.8 

2.9 

2.7 

2.5 

Payette 

3 

1 

- 

2 

3 

2 

1.8 

11.1 

- 

2.0 

2.7 

1.3 

Bonneville 

2 

— 

** 

2 

2 

2 

1.2 

- 

- 

2.0 

1.8 

1.3 

Clearwater 

1 

- 

1 

- 

— 

1 

0.6 

- 

1.8 

- 

- 

0.6 

CHI  SQUARE 

0.38 

19.2 

0.98 

2.7 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

18 

9 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 

TABLE  2 
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Q.3  Respondent's  county  of  residence  in  IDAHO  [second  of  two 
tables  for  Idaho] 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


===3======23========Z==  ===33========== 


TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

168 

9 

57 

102 

111 

159 

100.0 

5.4 

33.9 

60.7 

66.1 

94.6 

Cassia 

2 

- 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1.2 

- 

1.8 

1.0 

0.9 

1.3 

Owyhee 

2 

- 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1.2 

- 

1.8 

1.0 

0.9 

1.3 

Lemhi 

2 

- 

- 

2 

2 

2 

1.2 

_ 

_ 

2.0 

1.8 

1.3 

Gem 

2 

1 

- 

1 

2 

1 

1.2 

11.1 

- 

1.0 

1.8 

0.6 

Nez  Perce 

2 

1 

- 

1 

2 

1 

1.2 

11.1 

- 

1.0 

1.8 

0.6 

Brigham 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

0.6 

- 

- 

1.0 

0.9 

0.6 

Blaine 

1 

- 

1 

- 

1 

0.6 

- 

1.8 

- 

- 

0.6 

Minidoka 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

0.6 

- 

1.0 

0.9 

0.6 

Idaho 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

0.6 

1.0 

0.9 

0.6 

Valley 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

0.6 

“ 

- 

1.0 

0.9 

0.6 

CHI  SQUARE 

14.5 

2.3 

V 

0.70 

0.99 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

18 

9 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University  TABLE  3 
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Q.3  Respondent's  county  of  residence  in  OREGON 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 

ITR  Saylor  sites  ITR  Saylor 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 


Malheur 


Deschutes 


Klamath 


Union 


CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


10  3 

100.0  30.0 


4 

40.0 

3  1 

30.0  33.3 

2  1 

20.0  33.3 

1  1 

10.0  33.3 


2  5  8 

20.0  50.0  80.0 

13  3 

50.0  60.0  37.5 

112 
50.0  20.0  25.0 

1  2 

20.0  25.0 


1 

12.5 


7 

70.0 


4 

57.1 

2 

28.6 

1 

14.3 


5.2 

0.52 

6 


1.4 

0.70 

3 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 

TABLE  4 
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Q.3  Respondent's  county  of  residence  in  CALIFORNIA 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr. 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All 

ITR  Saylor  sites  ITR 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS  1 

100.0 


1  1 

100.0  100.0 


Lassen 


1 

100.0 


1  1 

100.0  100.0 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 


Visits 

:s=ssss= 

All 

Saylor 


1 

100.0 


1 

100.0 


TABLE  5 
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Q.3  Respondent's  county  of  residence  in  NEVADA 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 

ITR  Saylor  sites  ITR  Saylor 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

15 

2 

5 

8 

10 

13 

100.0 

13.3 

33.3 

53.3 

66.7 

86.7 

Washoe 

9 

2 

4 

3 

5 

7 

60.0 

100.0 

80.0 

37.5 

50.0 

53.8 

Elko 

2 

- 

1 

1 

1 

2 

13.3 

- 

20.0 

12.5 

10.0 

15.4 

Humboldt 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

6.7 

- 

- 

12.5 

10.0 

7.7 

Pershing 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

6.7 

- 

- 

12.5 

10.0 

7.7 

Churchill 

1 

_ 

• 

1 

1 

1 

6.7 

- 

- 

12.5 

10.0 

7.7 

White  Pine 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

1 

6.7 

- 

- 

12.5 

10.0 

7.7 

CHI  SQUARE 

5.5 

0.3 

P 

0.86 

1.00 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

10 

5 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 

TABLE  6 
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Q.3  Respondent's  county  of  residence  in  UTAH 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 

ITR  Saylor  sites  ITR  Saylor 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 


Cache 


Bax  Elder 


CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


6 

100.0 


4 

66.7 

2 

33.3 


3  12 

50.0  16.7  33.3 


112 
33.3  100.0  100.0 

2 

66.7 


5  3 

83.3  50.0 


3  3 

60.0  100.0 

2 

40.0 


3.0 

0.22 

2 


1.6 

0.21 

1 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 

TABLE  7 
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Q.3  Respondent's  county  of  residence  in  MONTANA 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr. 

=  =S=SSSS  =  S==  =  3SSaBS=3SBS=  33SSB3S3 

TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All 

ITR  Saylor  sites  ITR 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

Silver  Bow 

Granite 

Missoula 

Ravalli 

Beaverhead 

CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


6  2 
100.0  33.3 


2  1 

33.3  50.0 

1 

16.7 

1 

16.7 

1  1 

16.7  50.0 

1 

16.7 


3  1 

50.0  16.7 


1 

33.3 

1 

33.3 

1 

100.0 


1 

33.3 


3 

50.0 


1 

33.3 


1 

33.3 

1 

33.3 


9.5 

0.30 

8 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 


Visits 

All 

Saylor 


4 

66.7 


1 

25.0 

1 

25.0 

1 

25.0 


1 

25.0 

2.9 

0.57 

4 


TABLE  8 
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Q.3  Distance  respondent  lives  from  the  ITR  site 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

206 

19 

68 

119 

138 

187 

100.0 

9.2 

33.0 

57.8 

67.0 

90.8 

99  or  less  miles 

(75) 

115 

6 

43 

66 

72 

109 

55.8 

31.6 

63.2 

55.5 

52.2 

58.3 

100  -  149  miles 

(125) 

41 

2 

12 

27 

29 

39 

19.9 

10.5 

17.6 

22.7 

21.0 

20.9 

150  -  199  miles 

(175) 

5 

- 

1 

4 

4 

5 

2.4 

1.5 

3.4 

2.9 

2.7 

200  -  249  miles 

(225) 

14 

3 

2 

9 

12 

11 

6.8 

15.8 

2.9 

7.6 

8.7 

5.9 

250  -  299  miles 

(275) 

10 

3 

2 

5 

8 

7 

4.9 

15.8 

2.9 

4.2 

5.8 

3.7 

300  -  349  miles 

(325) 

17 

4 

6 

7 

11 

13 

8.3 

21.1 

8.8 

5.9 

8.0 

7.0 

350  or  more  miles 

(375) 

4 

1 

2 

1 

2 

3 

1.9 

5.3 

2.9 

0.8 

1.4 

1.6 

MEAN 

133.74 

203.95 

126.47 

126.68 

137.32 

126.60 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

87.56 

106.77 

89.10 

77.77 

86.56 

82.07 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

6.10 

24.49 

10.81 

7.13 

7.37 

6.00 

T  TEST  (DF=  204  ) 

3.80 

0.84 

1.36 

0.84 

3.80 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

- 

0.40 

0.18 

0.40 

- 

CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


21.2 

0.05 

12 


2.3 

0.89 

6 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 

TABLE  9 
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Q.19  In  the  past  ten  years  have  you  or  anyone  in  your  household 
visited  Owyhee  County  in  southwestern  Idaho  for  outdoor 
recreation? 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 


Yes 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

206 

19 

68 

119 

138 

187 

100.0 

9.2 

33.0 

57.8 

67.0 

90.8 

206 

19 

68 

119 

138 

187 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Canter  -  Boise  State  University 

TABLE  10 
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Q.24  Grouping  Code  for  Visits  in  Past  Ten  Years 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

206 

19 

68 

119 

138 

187 

100.0 

9.2 

33.0 

57.8 

67.0 

90.8 

Both  Range  Sites 

119 

__ 

_ 

119 

119 

119 

57.8 

- 

100.0 

86.2 

63.6 

Only  ITR  (New  Range) 

19 

19 

- 

- 

19 

- 

9.2 

100.0 

- 

- 

13.8 

— 

Only  Saylor  (Old  Range) 

68 

- 

68 

- 

- 

68 

33.0 

- 

100.0 

- 

36.4 

CHI  SQUARE 

412.0 

81.5 

P 

- 

- 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

4 

2 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 

TABLE  11 
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Q.24  In  the  past  TEN  YEARS  has  anyone  in  your  household 

participated  in  recreational  activity  at  or  near. .. (MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED). 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

206 

19 

68 

119 

138 

187 

100.0 

9.2 

33.0 

57.8 

67.0 

90.8 

Bruneau  River 

134 

- 

45 

89 

89 

134 

65.0 

66.2 

74.8 

64.5 

71.7 

Murphy  Hot  Springs 

116 

6 

38 

72 

78 

110 

56.3 

31.6 

55.9 

60.5 

56.5 

50.8 

Owyhee  River 

91 

10 

19 

62 

72 

81 

44.2 

52.6 

27.9 

52.1 

52.2 

43.3 

Jarbidge  River 

84 

- 

21 

63 

63 

84 

40.8 

30.9 

52.9 

45.7 

44.9 

Sheep  Creek 

82 

- 

22 

60 

60 

82 

39.8 

32.4 

50.4 

43.5 

43.9 

Juniper  Basin 

67 

6 

12 

49 

55 

61 

32.5 

31.6 

17.6 

41.2 

39.9 

32.6 

Camas  Creek 

64 

7 

- 

57 

64 

57 

31.1 

36.8 

47.9 

46.4 

30.5 

Juniper  Mountain 

61 

4 

11 

46 

50 

57 

29.6 

21.1 

16.2 

38.7 

36.2 

30.5 

Saylor  Creek 

59 

- 

13 

46 

46 

59 

28.6 

- 

19.1 

38.7 

33.3 

31.6 

Deep  Creek 

56 

5 

- 

51 

56 

51 

27.2 

26.3 

42.9 

40.6 

27.3 

Battle  Creek 

55 

11 

- 

44 

55 

44 

26.7 

57.9 

37.0 

39.9 

23.5 

CHI  SQUARE 

165.2 

19.3 

P 

- 

0.06 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

22 

11 

(TABLE  CONTINUED) 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 

TABLE  12 
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Q.24  (Continued) In  the  past  TEN  YEARS  has  anyone  in  your  household  participated 
in  recreational  activity  at  or  near. .. (MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED). 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

206 

19 

68 

119 

138 

187 

100.0 

9.2 

33.0 

57.8 

67.0 

90.8 

Jacks  Creek 

48 

2 

9 

37 

39 

46 

23.3 

10.5 

13.2 

31.1 

28.3 

24.6 

Pole  Creek 

47 

3 

- 

44 

47 

44 

22.8 

15.8 

- 

37.0 

34.1 

23.5 

Clover  Creek 

27 

- 

- 

27 

27 

27 

13.1 

- 

22.7 

19.6 

14.4 

Nickel  Creek 

16 

2 

- 

14 

16 

14 

7.8 

10.5 

11.8 

11.6 

7.5 

Other  sites 

7 

- 

3 

4 

4 

7 

3.4 

- 

4.4 

3.4 

2.9 

3.7 

MISCELLANEOUS 

11 

2 

3 

6 

8 

9 

5.3 

10.5 

4.4 

5.0 

5.8 

4.8 

CHI  SQUARE 

34.2 

1.6 

P 

- 

0.91 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

10 

5 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 

TABLE  13 
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Q.42  What  fork  or  branch  of  the  Owyhee  River  did  you  visit? 
(MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED). 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

91 

10 

19 

62 

72 

81 

100.0 

11.0 

20.9 

68.1 

79.1 

89.0 

North  Fork 

22 

1 

2 

19 

20 

21 

24.2 

10.0 

10.5 

30.6 

27.8 

25.9 

South  Fork 

15 

- 

1 

14 

14 

15 

16.5 

- 

5.3 

22.6 

19.4 

18.5 

East  Fork 

9 

- 

- 

9 

9 

9 

9.9 

- 

14.5 

12.5 

11.1 

MISCELLANEOUS 

17 

2 

3 

12 

14 

15 

18.7 

20.0 

15.8 

19.4 

19.4 

18.5 

D.K./N.A. 

51 

7 

14 

30 

37 

44 

56.0 

70.0 

73.7 

48.4 

51.4 

54.3 

CHI  SQUARE 

14.2 

0.2 

P 

0.08 

1.00 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

8 

4 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.51  About  how  many  different  trips  has  your  household  made  to 
these  areas  in  Owyhee  County  in  the  past  ten  years? 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

ITR 

========= 

Only 

Saylor 

Both 

sites 

All 

ITR 

All 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

206 

19 

68 

119 

138 

187 

100.0 

9.2 

33.0 

57.8 

67.0 

90.8 

One 

(1) 

23 

3 

11 

9 

12 

20 

11.2 

15.8 

16.2 

7.6 

8.7 

10.7 

Two 

(2) 

16 

4 

2 

10 

14 

12 

7.8 

21.1 

2.9 

8.4 

10.1 

6.4 

Three 

(3) 

23 

2 

13 

8 

10 

21 

11.2 

10.5 

19.1 

6.7 

7.2 

11.2 

Four 

(4) 

19 

2 

7 

10 

12 

17 

9.2 

10.5 

10.3 

8.4 

8.7 

9.1 

Five 

(5) 

14 

1 

5 

8 

9 

13 

6.8 

5.3 

7.4 

6.7 

6.5 

7.0 

Six  -  Ten 

(8) 

50 

2 

17 

31 

33 

48 

24.3 

10.5 

25.0 

26.1 

23.9 

25.7 

Eleven  -  Twenty 

(15) 

29 

4 

10 

15 

19 

25 

14.1 

21.1 

14.7 

12.6 

13.8 

13.4 

Twenty-one  -  Fifty 

(35) 

16 

- 

2 

14 

14 

16 

7.8 

- 

2.9 

11.8 

10.1 

8.6 

More  than  Fifty 

(65) 

10 

- 

- 

10 

10 

10 

4.9 

- 

8.4 

7.2 

5.3 

DK/NA 

(0) 

6 

1 

1 

4 

5 

5 

2.9 

5.3 

1.5 

3.4 

3.6 

2.7 

MEAN 

11.58 

5.89 

6.91 

15.18 

13.92 

12.14 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

15.12 

5.26 

6.65 

18.35 

17.47 

15.65 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

1.07 

1.24 

0.81 

1.71 

1.51 

1.16 

T  TEST  (DF=  198  ) 

1.68 

3.17 

4.08 

3.17 

1.68 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.09 

- 

0.09 

CHI  SQUARE 

31.8 

3.8 

P 

0.01 

0.87 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

16 

8 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.52  In  what  year  did  you  make  that  trip? (If  made  only  one 
trip). 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 

=  ======================  =============== 

TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 

ITR  Saylor  sites  ITR  Saylor 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

23 

3 

ii 

9 

12 

20 

100.0 

13.0 

47.8 

39.1 

52.2 

87.0 

1992 

5 

1 

4 

_ 

1 

4 

21.7 

33.3 

36.4 

- 

8.3 

20.0 

1991 

3 

_ 

2 

1 

1 

3 

13.0 

- 

18.2 

11.1 

8.3 

15.0 

1990 

5 

2 

1 

2 

4 

3 

21.7 

66.7 

9.1 

22.2 

33.3 

15.0 

1989 

3 

- 

— 

3 

3 

3 

13.0 

- 

- 

33.3 

25.0 

15.0 

1988 

2 

- 

1 

1 

1 

2 

8.7 

- 

9.1 

11.1 

8.3 

10.0 

1987 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

4.3 

- 

- 

11.1 

8.3 

5.0 

1986 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

4.3 

- 

9.1 

- 

- 

5.0 

1984 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

4.3 

- 

9.1 

- 

- 

5.0 

DK/NA 

2 

- 

1 

1 

1 

2 

8.7 

- 

9.1 

11.1 

8.3 

10.0 

CHI  SQUARE 

16.5 

3.9 

P 

0.42 

0.87 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

16 

8 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.53  In  what  year  did  you  taJte  your  most  recent  trip? (If  made  more 
than  one  trip). 


TOTAL 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS  177 

100.0 

1992  69 

39.0 

1991  35 

19.8 

1990  30 

16.9 

1989  19 

10.7 

1988  11 

6.2 

1987  5 

2.8 

1986  1 

0.6 

1984  3 

1.7 

1982  1 

0.6 

DK/NA  3 

1.7 


CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

15 

56 

106 

121 

162 

8.5 

31.6 

59.9 

68.4 

91.5 

4 

22 

43 

47 

65 

26.7 

39.3 

40.6 

38.8 

40.1 

2 

10 

23 

25 

33 

13.3 

17.9 

21.7 

20.7 

20.4 

2 

7 

21 

23 

28 

13.3 

12.5 

19.8 

19.0 

17.3 

2 

8 

9 

11 

17 

13.3 

14.3 

8.5 

9.1 

10.5 

5 

5 

1 

6 

6 

33.3 

8.9 

0.9 

5.0 

3.7 

- 

3 

2 

2 

5 

5.4 

1.9 

1.7 

3.1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

- 

0.9 

0.8 

0.6 

- 

1 

2 

2 

3 

- 

1.8 

1.9 

1.7 

1.9 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

- 

0.9 

0.8 

0.6 

- 

- 

3 

3 

3 

- 

2.8 

2.5 

1.9 

32.6 

1.3 

0.02 

1.00 

18 

9 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.54  In  what  year  did  you  make  the  trip  before  the  one  you  made  in 
****?(Second  most  recent/must  have  taken  at  least  two  trips). 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

ITR 

Only 

Saylor 

Both 

sites 

All 

ITR 

All 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

177 

15 

56 

106 

121 

162 

100.0 

8.5 

31.6 

59.9 

68.4 

91.5 

1992 

12 

_ 

3 

9 

9 

12 

6.8 

5.4 

8.5 

7.4 

7.4 

1991 

44 

3 

11 

30 

33 

41 

24.9 

20.0 

19.6 

28.3 

27.3 

25.3 

1990 

19 

- 

7 

12 

12 

19 

10.7 

- 

12.5 

11.3 

9.9 

11.7 

1989 

35 

3 

9 

23 

26 

32 

19.8 

20.0 

16.1 

21.7 

21.5 

19.8 

1988 

18 

1 

5 

12 

13 

17 

10.2 

6.7 

8.9 

11.3 

10.7 

10.5 

1987 

15 

6 

5 

4 

10 

9 

8.5 

40.0 

8.9 

3.8 

8.3 

5.6 

1986 

6 

1 

3 

2 

3 

5 

3.4 

6.7 

5.4 

1.9 

2.5 

3.1 

1985 

5 

- 

1 

4 

4 

5 

2.8 

1.8 

3.8 

3.3 

3.1 

1984 

4 

- 

2 

2 

2 

4 

2.3 

- 

3.6 

1.9 

1.7 

2.5 

1982 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

0.6 

- 

1.8 

- 

- 

0.6 

DK/NA 

18 

1 

9 

8 

9 

17 

CHI  SQUARE 

P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

10.2 

6.7 

16.1 

7.5 

34.7 

0.02 

20 

7.4 

10.5 

2.9 

0.98 

10 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.55  In  what  year  did  you  make  the  trip  before  the  one  you  made  in 
****?(Third  most  recent/must  have  taken  at  least  three  trips). 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

161 

11 

54 

96 

107 

150 

100.0 

6.8 

33.5 

59.6 

66.5 

93.2 

1992 

6 

1 

_ 

5 

6 

5 

3.7 

9.1 

- 

5.2 

5.6 

3.3 

1991 

13 

- 

4 

9 

9 

13 

8.1 

7.4 

9.4 

8.4 

8.7 

1990 

33 

2 

9 

22 

24 

31 

20.5 

18.2 

16.7 

22.9 

22.4 

20.7 

1989 

20 

_ 

7 

13 

13 

20 

12.4 

- 

13.0 

13.5 

12.1 

13.3 

1988 

20 

2 

4 

14 

16 

18 

12.4 

18.2 

7.4 

14.6 

15.0 

12.0 

1987 

9 

- 

1 

8 

8 

9 

5.6 

1.9 

8.3 

7.5 

6.0 

1986 

8 

- 

5 

3 

3 

8 

5.0 

- 

9.3 

3.1 

2.8 

5.3 

1985 

6 

1 

1 

4 

5 

5 

3.7 

9.1 

1.9 

4.2 

4.7 

3.3 

1984 

5 

1 

1 

3 

4 

4 

3.1 

9.1 

1.9 

3.1 

3.7 

2.7 

1983 

5 

- 

2 

3 

3 

5 

3.1 

3.7 

3.1 

2.8 

3.3 

1982 

3 

- 

2 

1 

1 

3 

1.9 

3.7 

1.0 

0.9 

2.0 

DK/NA 

33 

4 

18 

11 

15 

29 

20.5 

36.4 

33.3 

11.5 

14.0 

19.3 

CHI  SQUARE 

29.3 

4.5 

P 

0.14 

0.95 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

22 

11 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.59  Grouping  Code  for  Sites  Visited  on  Only/Most  Recent  Trip 
(Visit  #1) 


Visit  #1  Visit  #1 


TOTAL 

Neith 

sssssz: 

Only 

Only 

Both 

DK/ 

s==ssa 

All 

All 

Site 

ITR 

Saylr  Sites 

NA 

ITR 

Saylr 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

195 

54 

37 

64 

29 

11 

66 

93 

100.0 

27.7 

19.0 

32.8 

14.9 

5.6 

33.8 

47.7 

Neither  Range  Site 

54 

54 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

27.7 

100.0 

- 

Both  Range  Sites 

29 

- 

- 

- 

29 

- 

29 

29 

14.9 

- 

- 

100.0 

43.9 

31.2 

Only  ITR  (New  Range) 

37 

- 

37 

- 

- 

- 

37 

- 

19.0 

- 

100.0 

- 

56.1 

Only  Saylor  (Old  Range) 

64 

- 

- 

64 

- 

- 

- 

64 

32.8 

100.0 

- 

- 

68.8 

DK/NA 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

11 

- 

- 

5.6 

“ 

“ 

100.0 

- 

CHI  SQUARE 

780.0 

- 

P 

- 

- 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

16 

4 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.59  Sites  visited  during  only  or  most  recent  visit  (Visit  #1) 


Visit  #1  Visit  #1 


TOTAL 

=222=2 

Neith 

22=223 

Only 

Only 

Both 

:=2=2 

DK/ 

=  22  22: 

All 

E22222 

All 

Site 

ITR 

Saylr  Sites 

NA 

ITR 

Saylr 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

195 

54 

37 

64 

29 

11 

66 

93 

100.0 

27.7 

19.0 

32.8 

14.9 

5.6 

33.8 

47.7 

Murphy  Hot  Springs 

50 

16 

4 

19 

11 

15 

30 

25.6 

29.6 

10.8 

29.7 

37.9 

- 

22.7 

32.3 

Bruneau  River 

41 

- 

- 

25 

16 

- 

16 

41 

21.0 

- 

39.1 

55.2 

24.2 

44.1 

Jarbidge  River 

40 

- 

- 

26 

14 

- 

14 

40 

20.5 

- 

40.6 

48.3 

- 

21.2 

43.0 

Owyhee  River 

39 

- 

23 

- 

16 

- 

39 

16 

20.0 

62.2 

55.2 

59.1 

17.2 

Sheep  Creek 

23 

- 

- 

13 

10 

- 

10 

23 

11.8 

20.3 

34.5 

- 

15.2 

24.7 

Juniper  Basin 

21 

6 

4 

2 

9 

- 

13 

11 

10.8 

11.1 

10.8 

3.1 

31.0 

19.7 

11.8 

Juniper  Mountain 

20 

11 

2 

1 

6 

- 

8 

7 

10.3 

20.4 

5.4 

1.6 

20.7 

“ 

12.1 

7.5 

Jacks  Creek 

17 

4 

1 

7 

5 

- 

6 

12 

8.7 

7.4 

2.7 

10.9 

17.2 

- 

9.1 

12.9 

Battle  Creek 

16 

- 

6 

1 

9 

- 

15 

10 

8.2 

16.2 

1.6 

31.0 

22.7 

10.8 

CHI  SQUARE 

- 

38.6 

P  - 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM  32  8 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.59  Sites  visited  on  only  or  most  recent  trip  (Visit  #1  Continued) 


Visit  #1  Visit  #1 


TOTAL 

Neith 

Only 

Only 

Both 

DK/ 

All 

All 

Site 

ITR 

Saylr  Sites 

NA 

ITR 

Saylr 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

195 

54 

37 

64 

29 

11 

66 

93 

100.0 

27.7 

19.0 

32.8 

14.9 

5.6 

33.8 

47.7 

Camas  Creek 

11 

. 

4 

_ 

7 

. 

11 

7 

5.6 

- 

10.8 

24.1 

- 

16.7 

7.5 

Pole  Creek 

11 

- 

4 

- 

7 

- 

11 

7 

5.6 

10.8 

24.1 

16.7 

7.5 

Saylor  Creek 

10 

- 

- 

6 

4 

- 

4 

10 

5.1 

- 

- 

9.4 

13.8 

- 

6.1 

10.8 

Deep  Creek 

9 

- 

4 

- 

5 

- 

9 

5 

4.6 

- 

10.8 

17.2 

13.6 

5.4 

Other  qualified  sites 

9 

5 

- 

4 

- 

- 

- 

4 

4.6 

9.3 

6.3 

4.3 

Clover  Creek 

3 

- 

- 

2 

1 

- 

1 

3 

1.5 

- 

3.1 

3.4 

- 

1.5 

3.2 

Nickel  Creek 

3 

_ 

- 

_ 

3 

- 

3 

3 

1.5 

- 

- 

10.3 

4.5 

3.2 

MISC. 

27 

22 

- 

2 

3 

- 

3 

5 

13.8 

40.7 

- 

3.1 

10.3 

4.5 

5.4 

D.K./N.A. 

11 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

11 

- 

- 

5.6 

“ 

- 

100.0 

“ 

- 

CHI  SQUARE 

208.0 

- 

P 

- 

- 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

32 

8 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.77  How  many  people  from  your  household  made  that  visit? 
(VISIT  #1) 


Visit  #1  visit  #1 


TOTAL  Neith  Only  Only  Both  DK/  All  All 

Site  ITR  Say lr  Sites  NA  ITR  Saylr 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

195 

54 

37 

64 

29 

11 

66 

93 

100.0 

27.7 

19.0 

32.8 

14.9 

5.6 

33.8 

47.7 

One 

(1) 

37 

9 

4 

18 

4 

2 

8 

22 

19.0 

16.7 

10.8 

28.1 

13.8 

18.2 

12.1 

23.7 

Two 

(2) 

60 

19 

13 

17 

7 

4 

20 

24 

30.8 

35.2 

35.1 

26.6 

24.1 

36.4 

30.3 

25.8 

Three 

(3) 

40 

9 

8 

12 

8 

3 

16 

20 

20.5 

16.7 

21.6 

18.8 

27.6 

27.3 

24.2 

21.5 

Pour 

(4) 

39 

7 

12 

11 

8 

1 

20 

19 

20.0 

13.0 

32.4 

17.2 

27.6 

9.1 

30.3 

20.4 

Five 

(5) 

8 

4 

— 

3 

1 

— 

1 

4 

4.1 

7.4 

- 

4.7 

3.4 

- 

1.5 

4.3 

Six 

(6) 

7 

5 

- 

1 

1 

- 

1 

2 

3.6 

9.3 

- 

1.6 

3.4 

- 

1.5 

2.2 

Seven 

(7) 

1 

• 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

0.5 

- 

- 

1.6 

- 

- 

- 

1.1 

Eight 

(8) 

2 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

1 

1.0 

— 

— 

1.6 

— 

9.1 

— 

1.1 

DK/NA 

(0) 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

0.5 

1.9 

- 

- 

— 

— 

— 

MEAN 

2.77 

2.87 

2.76 

2.63 

2.93 

2.82 

2.83 

2.72 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

1.43 

1.52 

1.02 

1.55 

1.23 

1.85 

1.12 

1.46 

STANDARD  ERROR  OP  MEAN 

0.10 

0.21 

0.17 

0.19 

0.23 

0.56 

0.14 

0.15 

T  TEST  ( DF=  192  ) 

0.57 

0.08 

1.01 

0.64 

0.11 

0.42 

0.49 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.57 

0.94 

0.31 

0.52 

0.91 

0.68 

0.62 

CHI  SQUARE 

34.8 

7.1 

P 

0.18 

0.42 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

28 

7 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q*78  About  how  many  days  were  spent  in  this  area  of  southwestern 
Idaho  during  that  visit?  (VISIT  #1) 


Visit  #1  Visit  #1 


TOTAL 

=  ssss: 

Neith 

Only 

Only 

Both 

DK/ 

All 

All 

Site 

ITR 

Saylr  Sites 

NA 

ITR 

Saylr 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

195 

54 

37 

64 

29 

11 

66 

93 

100.0 

27.7 

19.0 

32.8 

14.9 

5.6 

33.8 

47.7 

One  or  part  of  one 

(1) 

60 

22 

10 

22 

3 

3 

13 

25 

30.8 

40.7 

27.0 

34.4 

10.3 

27.3 

19.7 

26.9 

Two 

(2) 

41 

15 

6 

13 

4 

3 

10 

17 

21.0 

27.8 

16.2 

20.3 

13.8 

27.3 

15.2 

18.3 

Three 

(3) 

38 

7 

11 

15 

4 

1 

15 

19 

19.5 

13.0 

29.7 

23.4 

13.8 

9.1 

22.7 

20.4 

Four 

(4) 

21 

4 

5 

6 

5 

1 

10 

11 

10.8 

7.4 

13.5 

9.4 

17.2 

9.1 

15.2 

11.8 

Five 

(5) 

9 

2 

1 

2 

3 

1 

4 

5 

4.6 

3.7 

2.7 

3.1 

10.3 

9.1 

6.1 

5.4 

Six 

(6) 

3 

- 

1 

1 

1 

- 

2 

2 

1.5 

2.7 

1.6 

3.4 

3.0 

2.2 

Seven 

(7) 

8 

- 

2 

- 

5 

1 

7 

5 

4.1 

5.4 

- 

17.2 

9.1 

10.6 

5.4 

Eight 

(8) 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

1 

0.5 

“ 

3.4 

1.5 

1.1 

9-11 

(10) 

7 

2 

1 

3 

1 

- 

2 

4 

3.6 

3.7 

2.7 

4.7 

3.4 

3.0 

4.3 

12  or  more 

(13) 

6 

2 

- 

2 

2 

- 

2 

4 

3.1 

3.7 

3.1 

6.9 

“ 

3.0 

4.3 

DK/NA 

(0) 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

0.5 

9.1 

MEAN 

3.17 

2.69 

2.97 

2.95 

4.93 

2.80 

3.83 

3.57 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

2.74 

2.75 

1.98 

2.71 

3.15 

1.89 

2.74 

3.00 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.20 

0.37 

0.33 

0.34 

0.59 

0.60 

0.34 

0.31 

T  TEST  (DF-  192  ) 

1.54 

0.49 

0.78 

3.90 

0.44 

2.46 

1.97 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.12 

0.63 

0.44 

0.66 

0.01 

0.05 

CHI  SQUARE 

48.0 

3.4 

P 

0.09 

0.95 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

36 

9 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q. 77-78  User  dayB  on  VISIT  #1 


Visit  #1  Visit  #1 


TOTAL 

Neith 

Only 

Only 

Both 

DK/ 

All 

All 

Site 

ITR 

Saylr  Sites 

NA 

ITR 

Saylr 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

193 

53 

37 

64 

29 

10 

66 

93 

100.0 

27.5 

19.2 

33.2 

15.0 

5.2 

34.2 

48.2 

One 

(1) 

10 

1 

2 

6 

_ 

1 

2 

6 

5.2 

1.9 

5.4 

9.4 

10.0 

3.0 

6.5 

Two 

(2) 

33 

15 

5 

12 

1 

- 

6 

13 

17.1 

28.3 

13.5 

18.8 

3.4 

9.1 

14.0 

Three 

(3) 

19 

5 

3 

7 

2 

2 

5 

9 

9.8 

9.4 

8.1 

10.9 

6.9 

20.0 

7.6 

9.7 

Four 

(4) 

18 

7 

3 

6 

1 

1 

4 

7 

9.3 

13.2 

8.1 

9.4 

3.4 

10.0 

6.1 

7.5 

Five 

(5) 

7 

3 

- 

2 

2 

- 

2 

4 

3.6 

5.7 

“ 

3.1 

6.9 

- 

3.0 

4.3 

Six 

(6) 

24 

7 

7 

6 

2 

2 

9 

8 

12.4 

13.2 

18.9 

9.4 

6.9 

20.0 

13.6 

8.6 

Seven-eight 

(7.5) 

17 

3 

3 

5 

5 

1 

8 

10 

8.8 

5.7 

8.1 

7.8 

17.2 

10.0 

12.1 

10.8 

Nine- ten 

(9.5) 

8 

1 

- 

5 

1 

1 

1 

6 

4.1 

1.9 

- 

7.8 

3.4 

10.0 

1.5 

6.5 

Eleven- twelve 

(11.5) 

21 

2 

8 

6 

5 

- 

13 

11 

10.9 

3.8 

21.6 

9.4 

17.2 

- 

19.7 

11.8 

Thirteen  or  more 

(13.5) 

34 

8 

6 

8 

10 

2 

16 

18 

17.6 

15.1 

16.2 

12.5 

34.5 

20.0 

24.2 

19.4 

MEAN 

6.74 

5.65 

7.31 

6.08 

9.43 

6.70 

8.24 

7.14 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

4.35 

4.08 

4.32 

4.24 

3.88 

4.11 

4.27 

4.42 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.31 

0.57 

0.71 

0.53 

0.72 

1.30 

0.52 

0.46 

T  TEST  (DF=  189  ) 

2.14 

0.89 

1.49 

3.75 

0.03 

3.58 

1.21 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.03 

0.38 

0.14 

- 

0.97 

- 

0.23 

CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


46.6  7.3 

0.11  0.61 

36  9 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 
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Q.81  What  kinds  of  recreational  activity  were  engaged  in  on  that  visit  (VISIT  #1) 


TOTAL 

Neith 

Site 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

195 

54 

100.0 

27.7 

Fishing 

86 

18 

44.1 

33.3 

Hiking 

67 

18 

34.4 

33.3 

Sightseeing 

58 

19 

29.7 

35.2 

Car  camping 

25 

5 

12.8 

9.3 

Hunting  -  unspecified 

16 

4 

8.2 

7.4 

Hunting  -  big  game 

12 

3 

6.2 

5.6 

Wildlife  viewing 

12 

2 

6.2 

3.7 

Boating  -  raft/canoe/ 

11 

2 

kayak 

5.6 

3.7 

Rock  collecting 

10 

5 

5.1 

9.3 

Boating  -  other  mentions 

10 

5 

5.1 

9.3 

CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


Visit  #1  Visit  #1 


Only 

ITR 

Only 

Saylr 

a  kb  mm  ■ 

Both 

Sites 

DK/ 

NA 

All 

ITR 

All 

Saylr 

37 

64 

29 

11 

66 

93 

19.0 

32.8 

14.9 

5.6 

33.8 

47.7 

17 

32 

12 

7 

29 

44 

45.9 

50.0 

41.4 

63.6 

43.9 

47.3 

15 

19 

11 

4 

26 

30 

40.5 

29.7 

37.9 

36.4 

39.4 

32.3 

10 

14 

12 

3 

22 

26 

27.0 

21.9 

41.4 

27.3 

33.3 

28.0 

5 

5 

9 

1 

14 

14 

13.5 

7.8 

31.0 

9.1 

21.2 

15.1 

2 

8 

2 

- 

4 

10 

5.4 

12.5 

6.9 

6.1 

10.8 

3 

- 

5 

1 

8 

5 

8.1 

17.2 

9.1 

12.1 

5.4 

1 

3 

5 

1 

6 

8 

2.7 

4.7 

17.2 

9.1 

9.1 

8.6 

3 

1 

5 

- 

8 

6 

8.1 

1.6 

17.2 

12.1 

6.5 

- 

2 

3 

- 

3 

5 

3.1 

10.3 

4.5 

5.4 

3 

2 

- 

- 

3 

2 

8.1 

3.1 

- 

4.5 

2.2 

44.1 

5.6 

0.17 

0.78 

36 

9 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 
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Q.81  (Continued)  What  kinds  of  recreational  activity  were  engaged  in  on  this  visit?  (VISIT  #1) 


Visit  #1  Visit  #1 


TOTAL 

Neith 

Only 

Only 

Both 

DK/ 

All 

All 

Site 

ITR 

Saylr  Sites 

NA 

ITR 

Saylr 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

195 

54 

37 

64 

29 

11 

66 

93 

100.0 

27.7 

19.0 

32.8 

14.9 

5.6 

33.8 

47.7 

Photography 

9 

1 

3 

2 

2 

1 

5 

4 

4.6 

1.9 

8.1 

3.1 

6.9 

9.1 

7.6 

4.3 

Backpacking 

7 

- 

4 

2 

1 

- 

5 

3 

3.6 

10.8 

3.1 

3.4 

- 

7.6 

3.2 

Off-highway  driving  - 

6 

- 

- 

4 

1 

1 

1 

5 

ATV/truck/cycle 

3.1 

- 

6.3 

3.4 

9.1 

1.5 

5.4 

Hunting  -  upland  game 

6 

1 

- 

1 

3 

1 

3 

4 

3.1 

1.9 

1.6 

10.3 

9.1 

4.5 

4.3 

Hunting  -  water  fcwl 

2 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

1 

2 

1.0 

- 

1.6 

3.4 

1.5 

2.2 

Snowmobiling 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1.0 

1.9 

2.7 

1.5 

Cross  county  skiing 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

0.5 

2.7 

- 

- 

1.5 

““ 

MISC. 

47 

18 

10 

14 

2 

3 

12 

16 

24.1 

33.3 

27.0 

21.9 

6.9 

27.3 

18.2 

17.2 

CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


37.9  6.0 

0.10  0.54 

28  7 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 
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Q.100  Was  this  area  in  Idaho  your  primary  destination  or  was  it  a 
stop  on  the  way  to  some  other  place?  (Visit  #1) 

Visit  #1  Visit  #1 


TOTAL  Neith  Only  Only  Both  DK/  All  All 


Site 

ITR 

Saylr  Sites 

NA 

ITR 

Saylr 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

195 

54 

37 

64 

29 

11 

66 

93 

100.0 

27.7 

19.0 

32.8 

14.9 

5.6 

33.8 

47.7 

Primary  destination 

172 

49 

32 

55 

25 

11 

57 

80 

88.2 

90.7 

86.5 

85.9 

86.2 

100.0 

86.4 

86.0 

Stop  along  the  way 

22 

5 

5 

8 

4 

- 

9 

12 

11.3 

9.3 

13.5 

12.5 

13.8 

13.6 

12.9 

DK/NA 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

0.5 

- 

1.6 

“ 

1.1 

CHI  SQUARE 

4.2 

0.7 

P 

0.84 

0.70 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

8 

2 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.  101  Grouping  Code  for  Sites  Visited  on  Next  Most  Recent  Trip 
(Visit  #2) 


Visit  #2  Visit  #2 


TOTAL 

Neith 

Only 

Only 

Both 

DK/ 

CS3BSI 

All 

BS2SSSS 

All 

Site 

ITR 

Saylr  Sites 

NA 

ITR 

Saylr 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

159 

34 

33 

44 

24 

24 

57 

68 

100.0 

21.4 

20.8 

27.7 

15.1 

15.1 

35.8 

42.8 

Neither  Range  Site 

34 

34 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

21.4 

100.0 

- 

- 

- 

Both  Range  Sites 

24 

- 

- 

- 

24 

- 

24 

24 

15.1 

- 

100.0 

42.1 

35.3 

Only  ITR  (New  Range) 

33 

- 

33 

- 

- 

- 

33 

- 

20.8 

- 

100.0 

- 

- 

57.9 

Only  Saylor  (Old  Range) 

44 

- 

- 

44 

- 

- 

- 

44 

27.7 

100.0 

“ 

64.7 

DK/NA 

24 

- 

- 

- 

- 

24 

- 

- 

15.1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

100.0 

- 

- 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.101  Sites  visited  during  next  most  recent  trip  (visit  #2) 


Visit  #2  Visit  #2 


TOTAL 

Neith 

Only 

Only 

Both 

DK/ 

All 

All 

Site 

ITR 

Saylr 

Sites 

NA 

ITR 

Saylr 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

159 

34 

33 

44 

24 

24 

57 

68 

100.0 

21.4 

20.8 

27.7 

15.1 

15.1 

35.8 

42.8 

Bruneau  River 

40 

. 

25 

15 

_ 

15 

40 

25.2 

- 

56.8 

62.5 

26.3 

58.8 

Owyhee  River 

34 

- 

25 

_ 

9 

- 

34 

9 

21.4 

75.8 

- 

37.5 

59.6 

13.2 

Murphy  Hot  Springs 

32 

10 

3 

11 

8 

- 

11 

19 

20.1 

29.4 

9.1 

25.0 

33.3 

- 

19.3 

27.9 

Sheep  Creek 

20 

- 

- 

11 

9 

- 

9 

20 

12.6 

- 

25.0 

37.5 

15.8 

29.4 

Juniper  Mountain 

15 

6 

3 

1 

5 

- 

8 

6 

9.4 

17.6 

9.1 

2.3 

20.8 

- 

14.0 

8.8 

Battle  Creek 

14 

_ 

3 

1 

10 

- 

13 

11 

8.8 

- 

9.1 

2.3 

41.7 

- 

22.8 

16.2 

Juniper  Creek 

14 

7 

1 

1 

5 

- 

6 

6 

8.8 

20.6 

3.0 

2.3 

20.8 

“ 

10.5 

8.8 

Jacks  Creek 

14 

5 

1 

5 

3 

- 

4 

8 

8.8 

14.7 

3.0 

11.4 

12.5 

7.0 

11.8 

Deep  Creek 

13 

- 

4 

- 

9 

- 

13 

9 

8.2 

- 

12.1 

- 

37.5 

- 

22.8 

13.2 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.101  Sites  visited  during  next  most  recent  trip  (Visit  #2) 


Visit  #2  Visit  #2 


TOTAL 

Neith 

Site 

=s=BXBSsass=sss=s: 

Only  Only  Both 
ITR  Saylr  Sites 

:=s:ss 

DK/ 

NA 

All 

ITR 

All 

Saylr 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

159 

34 

33 

44 

24 

24 

57 

68 

100.0 

21.4 

20.8 

27.7 

15.1 

15.1 

35.8 

42.8 

Jarbidge  River 

23 

_ 

9 

14 

. 

14 

23 

14.5 

20.5 

58.3 

- 

24.6 

33.8 

Camas  Creek 

10 

- 

4 

- 

6 

- 

10 

6 

6.3 

- 

12.1 

25.0 

- 

17.5 

8.8 

Pole  Creek 

9 

- 

1 

_ 

8 

_ 

9 

8 

5.7 

3.0 

33.3 

15.8 

11.8 

Other  qualified  sites 

4 

1 

- 

2 

1 

- 

1 

3 

2.5 

2.9 

4.5 

4.2 

1.8 

4.4 

Saylor  Creek 

3 

- 

- 

- 

3 

- 

3 

3 

1.9 

12.5 

5.3 

4.4 

Nickel  Creek 

3 

- 

- 

- 

3 

- 

3 

3 

1.9 

- 

“ 

12.5 

- 

5.3 

4.4 

Clover  Creek 

2 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

2 

2 

1.3 

- 

8.3 

- 

3.5 

2.9 

MISC. 

22 

14 

5 

1 

2 

- 

7 

3 

13.8 

41.2 

15.2 

2.3 

8.3 

12.3 

4.4 

D.K./N.A. 

24 

- 

- 

- 

- 

24 

- 

- 

15.1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

100.0 

- 

- 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.119  How  many  people  from  your  household  made  that  visit?  (VISIT  #2) 


Visit  #2  Visit  #2 


TOTAL 

Neith 

Only 

======  = 

Only 

Both 

DK/ 

ssssss: 

All 

All 

Site 

ITR 

Saylr  Sites 

NA 

ITR 

Saylr 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

159 

34 

33 

44 

24 

24 

57 

68 

100.0 

21.4 

20.8 

27.7 

15.1 

15.1 

35.8 

42.8 

One 

(1) 

37 

11 

9 

11 

2 

4 

11 

13 

23.3 

32.4 

27.3 

25.0 

8.3 

16.7 

19.3 

19.1 

Two 

(2) 

50 

9 

11 

15 

8 

7 

19 

23 

31.4 

26.5 

33.3 

34.1 

33.3 

29.2 

33.3 

33.8 

Three 

(3) 

23 

4 

6 

6 

3 

4 

9 

9 

14.5 

11.8 

18.2 

13.6 

12.5 

16.7 

15.8 

13.2 

Four 

(4) 

29 

5 

6 

9 

3 

6 

9 

12 

18.2 

14.7 

18.2 

20.5 

12.5 

25.0 

15.0 

17.6 

Five 

(5) 

7 

2 

- 

2 

3 

- 

3 

5 

4.4 

5.9 

“ 

4.5 

12.5 

5.3 

7.4 

Six 

(6) 

7 

2 

- 

1 

4 

- 

4 

5 

4.4 

5.9 

2.3 

16.7 

7.0 

7.4 

Seven 

(7) 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

0.6 

“ 

4.2 

Eight 

(8) 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

0.6 

2.9 

- 

- 

- 

Nine 

(9) 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

0.6 

- 

3.0 

- 

- 

1.8 

- 

Ten  or  more 

(10) 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

1 

0.6 

4.2 

- 

1.8 

1.5 

DK/NA 

(0) 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

1.3 

8.3 

MEAN 

2.76 

2.68 

2.48 

2.52 

3.67 

2.77 

2.98 

2.93 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

1.66 

1.76 

1.56 

1.31 

2.09 

1.41 

1.90 

1.72 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.13 

0.30 

0.27 

0.20 

0.43 

0.30 

0.25 

0.21 

T  TEST  (DF“  155  ) 

0.32 

1.06 

1.11 

2.99 

0.04 

1.28 

1.11 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.75 

0.29 

0.27 

- 

0.96 

0.20 

0.27 

CHI  SQUARE 

43.1 

- 

P 

0.19 

- 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

36 
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SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q* 120  About  hew  many  days  were  spent  in  thlB  area  of  southwestern 
Idaho  during  that  visit?  (VISIT  #2) 


Visit  #2  Visit  #2 


TOTAL 

Neith 

Only 

Only 

Both 

s=:sss 

DK/ 

All 

All 

Site 

ITR 

Saylr  Sites 

NA 

ITR 

Saylr 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

159 

34 

33 

44 

24 

24 

57 

68 

100.0 

21.4 

20.8 

27.7 

15.1 

15.1 

35.8 

42.8 

One  or 

part  of  one 

(1) 

52 

12 

13 

18 

1 

8 

14 

19 

32.7 

35.3 

39.4 

40.9 

4.2 

33.3 

24.6 

27.9 

Two 

(2) 

38 

8 

7 

10 

7 

6 

14 

17 

23.9 

23.5 

21.2 

22.7 

29.2 

25.0 

24.6 

25.0 

Three 

(3) 

31 

8 

6 

7 

5 

5 

11 

12 

19.5 

23.5 

18.2 

15.9 

20.8 

20.8 

19.3 

17.6 

Four 

(4) 

11 

- 

3 

4 

3 

1 

6 

7 

6.9 

- 

9.1 

9.1 

12.5 

4.2 

10.5 

10.3 

Five 

(5) 

4 

1 

1 

2 

- 

- 

1 

2 

2.5 

2.9 

3.0 

4.5 

1.8 

2.9 

Six 

(6) 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

0.6 

2.9 

“ 

Seven 

(7) 

7 

2 

2 

- 

2 

1 

4 

2 

4.4 

5.9 

6.1 

8.3 

4.2 

7.0 

2.9 

9-11 

(10) 

6 

1 

1 

2 

2 

- 

3 

4 

3.8 

2.9 

3.0 

4.5 

8.3 

“ 

5.3 

5.9 

12  or  more 

(13) 

6 

1 

- 

1 

4 

- 

4 

5 

3.8 

2.9 

- 

2.3 

16.7 

7.0 

7.4 

DK/NA 

(0) 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

3 

- 

- 

1.9 

- 

12.5 

- 

MEAN 

3.06 

2.94 

2.61 

2.68 

5.33 

2.19 

3.75 

3.62 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

2.87 

2.71 

2.07 

2.56 

4.15 

1.40 

3.40 

3.45 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.23 

0.46 

0.36 

0.39 

0.85 

0.31 

0.45 

0.42 

T  TEST 

(DF-  154  ) 

0.28 

1.03 

1.05 

4.48 

1.51 

2.32 

2.15 

P 

(TWO  TAILED) 

0.78 

0.30 

0.30 

- 

0.13 

0.02 

0.03 

CHI  SQUARE 

36.3 

- 

P 

0.27 

- 

DEGREES 

OF  FREEDOM 

32 

8 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q. 119-120  User  days  on  VISIT  #2 


Visit  #2  Visit  #2 


TOTAL 

Neith 

Only 

Only 

Both 

DK/ 

All 

All 

Site 

ITR 

Saylr  Sites 

NA 

ITR 

Saylr 

ANALYZED 

RESPONDENTS 

156 

34 

33 

44 

24 

21 

57 

68 

100.0 

21.8 

21.2 

28.2 

15.4 

13.5 

36.5 

43.6 

One 

(1) 

16 

2 

6 

6 

2 

6 

6 

10.3 

5.9 

18.2 

13.6 

9.5 

10.5 

8.8 

Two 

(2) 

21 

4 

4 

10 

- 

3 

4 

10 

13.5 

11.8 

12.1 

22.7 

14.3 

7.0 

14.7 

Three 

(3) 

16 

8 

3 

1 

1 

3 

4 

2 

10.3 

23.5 

9.1 

2.3 

4.2 

14.3 

7.0 

2.9 

Four 

(4) 

24 

4 

4 

9 

5 

2 

9 

14 

15.4 

11.8 

12.1 

20.5 

20.8 

9.5 

15.8 

20.6 

Five 

(5) 

3 

2 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

1 

1.9 

5.9 

- 

4.2 

1.8 

1.5 

Six 

(6) 

11 

4 

2 

3 

- 

2 

2 

3 

7.1 

11.8 

6.1 

6.8 

9.5 

3.5 

4.4 

Seven-eight 

(7.5) 

15 

3 

5 

2 

1 

4 

6 

3 

9.6 

8.8 

15.2 

4.5 

4.2 

19.0 

10.5 

4.4 

Nine- ten 

(9.5) 

11 

1 

4 

1 

4 

1 

8 

5 

7.1 

2.9 

12.1 

2.3 

16.7 

4.8 

14.0 

7.4 

Eleven- twelve 

(11.5) 

12 

2 

2 

5 

1 

2 

3 

6 

7.7 

5.9 

6.1 

11.4 

4.2 

9.5 

5.3 

8.8 

Thirteen 

or  more 

(13.5) 

24 

3 

3 

7 

9 

2 

12 

16 

15.4 

8.8 

9.1 

15.9 

37.5 

9.5 

21.1 

23.5 

MEAN 

6.29 

5.44 

5.76 

5.90 

9.39 

6.02 

7.21 

7.06 

STANDARD 

DEVIATION 

4.31 

3.66 

4.06 

4.56 

4.08 

3.95 

4.44 

4.70 

STANDARD 

ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.35 

0.64 

0.71 

0.69 

0.87 

0.86 

0.60 

0.58 

T  TEST 

(DF=  151  ) 

1.28 

0.80 

0.71 

3.81 

0.30 

2.01 

1.95 

P 

(TWO  TAILED) 

0.20 

0.43 

0.48 

- 

0.76 

0.05 

0.05 

CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


56.2  6.8 

0.02  0.65 

36  9 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.123  What  kinds  of  recreational  activity  were  you  engaged  in  on 
that  visit?  (Multiple  response  allowed).  (Visit  #2) 


Visit  #2 

Visit 

.  #2 

TOTAL 

Neith 

Site 

Only 

ITR 

Only  Both 
Saylr  Sites 

DK/ 

NA 

All 

ITR 

All 

Saylr 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

159 

34 

33 

44 

24 

24 

57 

68 

100.0 

21.4 

20.8 

27.7 

15.1 

15.1 

35.8 

42.8 

Fishing 

67 

10 

19 

19 

12 

7 

31 

31 

42.1 

29.4 

57.6 

43.2 

50.0 

29.2 

54.4 

45.6 

Hiking 

50 

9 

11 

11 

9 

10 

20 

20 

31.4 

26.5 

33.3 

25.0 

37.5 

41.7 

35.1 

29.4 

Sightseeing 

49 

10 

9 

12 

9 

9 

18 

21 

30.8 

29.4 

27.3 

27.3 

37.5 

37.5 

31.6 

30.9 

Car  Camping 

20 

2 

5 

4 

6 

3 

11 

10 

12.6 

5.9 

15.2 

9.1 

25.0 

12.5 

19.3 

14.7 

Hunting  -  unspecified 

11 

3 

2 

2 

2 

2 

4 

4 

6.9 

8.8 

6.1 

4.5 

8.3 

8.3 

7.0 

5.9 

Hunting  -  big  game 

9 

1 

- 

1 

6 

1 

6 

7 

5.7 

2.9 

- 

2.3 

25.0 

4.2 

10.5 

10.3 

Photography 

8 

2 

2 

2 

2 

- 

4 

4 

5.0 

5.9 

6.1 

4.5 

8.3 

7.0 

5.9 

Wildlife  viewing 

8 

1 

- 

2 

5 

- 

5 

7 

5.0 

2.9 

4.5 

20.8 

“ 

8.8 

10.3 

Hunting  -  upland  game 

8 

2 

1 

3 

2 

- 

3 

5 

5.0 

5.9 

3.0 

6.8 

8.3 

5.3 

7.4 

Off-highway  driving  - 

7 

- 

1 

3 

3 

- 

4 

6 

ATV/trucks/cycles 

CHI  SQUARE 

P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

4.4 

3.0 

6.8 

12.5 

36.3 

0.46 

36 

7.0 

8.8 

1.2 

1.00 

9 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.123  (Continued)  What  kinds  of  recreational  activity  were  engaged  in  on  that  visit?  (VISIT  #2) 


Visit  #2  Visit  #2 


TOTAL 

Neith 

Only 

Only 

Both 

DK/ 

All 

:==ssx 

All 

Site 

ITR 

Saylr  Sites 

NA 

ITR 

Saylr 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

159 

34 

33 

44 

24 

24 

57 

68 

100.0 

21.4 

20.8 

27.7 

15.1 

15.1 

35.8 

42.8 

Rock  Collecting 

10 

3 

1 

2 

3 

1 

4 

5 

6.3 

8.8 

3.0 

4.5 

12.5 

4.2 

7.0 

7.4 

Backpacking 

5 

1 

2 

1 

- 

1 

2 

1 

3.1 

2.9 

6.1 

2.3 

4.2 

3.5 

1.5 

Boating  -  raft/canoe/ 

3 

1 

1 

- 

1 

- 

2 

1 

kayak 

1.9 

2.9 

3.0 

4.2 

“ 

3.5 

1.5 

Hunting  -  water  fowl 

2 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

1 

2 

1.3 

2.3 

4.2 

1.8 

2.9 

Boating  -  other  mentions 

2 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

1.3 

6.1 

- 

- 

3.5 

- 

Snowmobiling 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

0.6 

3.0 

1.8 

“ 

CroBs-country  skiing 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

0.6 

- 

3.0 

- 

- 

- 

1.8 

“ 

MISC. 

31 

9 

5 

10 

3 

4 

8 

13 

19.5 

26.5 

15.2 

22.7 

12.5 

16.7 

14.0 

19.1 

D.K./N.A. 

7 

2 

- 

1 

- 

4 

- 

1 

4.4 

5.9 

- 

2.3 

- 

16.7 

“ 

1.5 

CHI  SQUARE 

38.1 

7.2 

P 

0.21 

0.51 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

32 

8 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.142  Was  this  area  in  Idaho  your  primary  destination  or  was  it  a 
stop  on  the  way  to  some  other  place?  (Visit  #2) 


Visit  #2  Visit  #2 


TOTAL 

Neith 

Only 

Only 

Both 

DK/ 

All 

All 

Site 

ITR 

Saylr  Sites 

NA 

ITR 

Saylr 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

159 

34 

33 

44 

24 

24 

57 

68 

100.0 

21.4 

20.8 

27.7 

15.1 

15.1 

35.8 

42.8 

Primary  destination 

137 

29 

29 

42 

20 

17 

49 

62 

86.2 

85.3 

87.9 

95.5 

83.3 

70.8 

86.0 

91.2 

Stop  along  the  way 

20 

5 

4 

2 

4 

5 

8 

6 

12.6 

14.7 

12.1 

4.5 

16.7 

20.8 

14.0 

8.8 

DK/NA 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

1.3 

“ 

- 

- 

8.3 

CHI  SQUARE 

16.4 

- 

P 

0.04 

- 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

8 

2 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.143  Grouping  Code  for  Sites  Visited  on  Next  Most  Recent  Trip 
(Visit  #3) 


Visit  #3  Visit  #3 


TOTAL 

Neith 

Only 

Only 

Both 

DK/ 

All 

=  =  ==  == 

All 

Site 

ITR 

Saylr  Sites 

NA 

ITR 

Saylr 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

128 

26 

22 

32 

18 

30 

40 

50 

100.0 

20.3 

17.2 

25.0 

14.1 

23.4 

31.3 

39.1 

Neither  Range  Site 

26 

26 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

20.3 

100.0 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Both  Range  Sites 

18 

- 

- 

- 

18 

— 

18 

18 

14.1 

“ 

100.0 

45.0 

36.0 

Only  ITR  (New  Range) 

22 

- 

22 

- 

- 

- 

22 

- 

17.2 

100.0 

55.0 

Only  Saylor  (Old  Range) 

32 

- 

- 

32 

- 

- 

- 

32 

25.0 

- 

100.0 

- 

- 

64.0 

DK/NA 

30 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

30 

- 

- 

23.4 

- 

- 

100.0 

- 

CHI  SQUARE 

512.0 

- 

P 

- 

- 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

16 

4 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.143  Sites  Visited  on  Next  Most  Recent  Trip  (Visit  #3) 


Visit  #3  Visit  #3 


TOTAL 

Neith 

Site 

Only  Only 
ITR  Saylr 

Both  DK/ 
Sites  NA 

SSSSSi 

All 

ITR 

All 

Saylr 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

128 

26 

22 

32 

18 

30 

40 

50 

100.0 

20.3 

17.2 

25.0 

14.1 

23.4 

31.3 

39.1 

Bruneau  River 

27 

_ 

16 

11 

__ 

11 

27 

21.1 

- 

50.0 

61.1 

- 

27.5 

54.0 

Owyhee  River 

20 

- 

12 

- 

8 

- 

20 

8 

15.6 

54.5 

44.4 

50.0 

16.0 

Murphy  Hot  Springs 

19 

7 

2 

6 

4 

- 

6 

10 

14.8 

26.9 

9.1 

18.8 

22.2 

- 

15.0 

20.0 

Jarbidge  River 

17 

- 

- 

11 

6 

- 

6 

17 

13.3 

- 

- 

34.4 

33.3 

15.0 

34.0 

Sheep  Creek 

14 

- 

- 

8 

6 

- 

6 

14 

10.9 

- 

“ 

25.0 

33.3 

15.0 

28.0 

Juniper  Mountain 

11 

3 

3 

- 

5 

- 

8 

5 

8.6 

11.5 

13.6 

- 

27.8 

- 

20.0 

10.0 

Camas  Creek 

11 

- 

3 

- 

8 

- 

11 

8 

8.6 

13.6 

44.4 

“ 

27.5 

16.0 

Jacks  Creek 

11 

4 

1 

4 

2 

- 

3 

6 

8.6 

15.4 

4.5 

12.5 

11.1 

7.5 

12.0 

Pole  Creek 

10 

_ 

3 

- 

7 

- 

10 

7 

CHI  SQUARE 

P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

7.8 

13.6 

38.9 

32 

25.0 

14.0 

21.9 

0.01 

8 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.143  (Cont.)  Sites  ViBited  on  Next  Most  Recent  Trip  (Visit  #3) 


Visit  #3 

Visit 

.  #3 

TOTAL 

Neith 

Only 

Only 

Both 

DK/ 

All 

All 

Site 

ITR 

Saylr  Sites 

NA 

ITR 

Saylr 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

128 

26 

22 

32 

18 

30 

40 

50 

100.0 

20.3 

17.2 

25.0 

14.1 

23.4 

31.3 

39.1 

Juniper  Basin 

9 

4 

2 

. 

3 

5 

3 

7.0 

15.4 

9.1 

16.7 

12.5 

6.0 

Deep  Creek 

8 

- 

4 

- 

4 

- 

8 

4 

6.3 

18.2 

- 

22.2 

- 

20.0 

8.0 

Battle  Creek 

8 

- 

2 

_ 

6 

_ 

8 

6 

6.3 

9.1 

- 

33.3 

20.0 

12.0 

Saylor  Creek 

6 

- 

- 

2 

4 

- 

4 

6 

4.7 

- 

6.3 

22.2 

- 

10.0 

12.0 

Other  Qualified  Sites 

4 

2 

1 

- 

1 

- 

2 

1 

3.1 

7.7 

4.5 

5.6 

5.0 

2.0 

Nickel  Creek 

2 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

2 

2 

1.6 

11.1 

5.0 

4.0 

Clover  Creek 

2 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

2 

2 

1.6 

- 

- 

11.1 

5.0 

4.0 

MISC. 

16 

9 

3 

2 

2 

- 

5 

4 

12.5 

34.6 

13.6 

6.3 

11.1 

- 

12.5 

8.0 

D.K./N.A. 

30 

- 

- 

- 

- 

30 

- 

- 

23.4 

- 

“ 

- 

100.0 

- 

- 

CHI  SQUARE 

142.5 

- 

P 

- 

- 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

32 

8 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.161  How  many  people  from  your  household  made  that  visit?  (VISIT  #3) 


Visit  #3  Visit  #3 


TOTAL 

Neith 

Only 

Only 

Both 

DK/ 

All 

All 

Site 

ITR 

Saylr  Sites 

NA 

ITR 

Saylr 

ANALYZED 

RESPONDENTS 

128 

26 

22 

32 

18 

30 

40 

50 

100.0 

20.3 

17.2 

25.0 

14.1 

23.4 

31.3 

39.1 

One 

(1) 

31 

3 

8 

8 

1 

11 

9 

9 

24.2 

11.5 

36.4 

25.0 

5.6 

36.7 

22.5 

18.0 

Two 

(2) 

36 

7 

5 

10 

6 

8 

11 

16 

28.1 

26.9 

22.7 

31.3 

33.3 

26.7 

27.5 

32.0 

Three 

(3) 

18 

5 

5 

3 

3 

2 

8 

6 

14.1 

19.2 

22.7 

9.4 

16.7 

6.7 

20.0 

12.0 

Four 

(4) 

21 

5 

2 

4 

4 

6 

6 

8 

16.4 

19.2 

9.1 

12.5 

22.2 

20.0 

15.0 

16.0 

Five 

(5) 

12 

4 

1 

3 

2 

2 

3 

5 

9.4 

15.4 

4.5 

9.4 

11.1 

6.7 

7.5 

10.0 

Six 

(6) 

6 

1 

- 

4 

1 

- 

1 

5 

4.7 

3.8 

12.5 

5.6 

- 

2.5 

10.0 

Seven 

(7) 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

1 

0.8 

- 

5.6 

- 

2.5 

2.0 

Eight 

(8) 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

0.8 

3.8 

- 

- 

— 

- 

Ten  or  more 

(10) 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

0.8 

4.5 

- 

- 

2.5 

“ 

DK/NA 

(0) 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

0.8 

- 

- 

3.3 

MEAN 

2.85 

3.31 

2.55 

2.88 

3.39 

2.31 

2.93 

3.06 

STANDARD 

DEVIATION 

1.71 

1.66 

1.99 

1.71 

1.57 

1.34 

1.86 

1.68 

STANDARD 

ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.15 

0.33 

0.43 

0.30 

0.37 

0.25 

0.29 

0.24 

T  TEST 

(DF-  125  ) 

1.55 

0.93 

0.09 

1.46 

1.97 

0.33 

1.12 

P 

(TWO  TAILED) 

0.12 

0.36 

0.93 

0.15 

0.05 

0.74 

0.26 

CHI  SQUARE 

36.6 

- 

P 

0.27 

- 

DEGREES  i 

OF  FREEDOM 

32 

8 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q* 162  About  how  many  days  ware  spent  in  this  area  of  southwestern 
Idaho  during  that  visit?  (VISIT  #3) 


Visit  #3  Visit  #3 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 


One  or  part  of  one  (1) 

Two  (2) 

Three  (3) 

Four  ( 4 ) 

Five  (5) 

Seven  (7) 

9-11  (10) 

12  or  more  (13) 

DK/NA  (0) 


MEAN 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 
STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

T  TEST  (DF«  125  ) 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


TOTAL 

Neith 

Site 

Only 

ITR 

Only 

Saylr 

126 

26 

22 

32 

100.0 

20.3 

17.2 

25.0 

43 

13 

3 

11 

33.6 

50.0 

13.6 

34.4 

32 

4 

10 

10 

25.0 

15.4 

45.5 

31.3 

22 

3 

5 

3 

17.2 

11.5 

22.7 

9.4 

9 

1 

2 

3 

7.0 

3.8 

9.1 

9.4 

10 

2 

2 

3 

7.8 

7.7 

9.1 

9.4 

4 

2 

- 

_ 

3.1 

7.7 

- 

3 

- 

- 

1 

2.3 

- 

3.1 

4 

1 

- 

1 

3.1 

3.8 

“ 

3.1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

0.8 

- 

2.91 

2.73 

2.55 

2.81 

2.61 

2.74 

1.12 

2.60 

0.23 

0.54 

0.24 

0.46 

0.38 

0.71 

0.23 

0.70 

0.48 

0.82 

Both 

Sites 

DK/ 

NA 

All 

ITR 

All 

Saylr 

18 

30 

40 

50 

14.1 

23.4 

31.3 

39.1 

2 

14 

5 

13 

11.1 

46.7 

12.5 

26.0 

4 

4 

14 

14 

22.2 

13.3 

35.0 

28.0 

4 

7 

9 

7 

22.2 

23.3 

22.5 

14.0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5.6 

6.7 

7.5 

8.0 

2 

1 

4 

5 

11.1 

3.3 

10.0 

10.0 

1 

1 

1 

1 

5.6 

3.3 

2.5 

2.0 

2 

- 

2 

3 

11.1 

- 

5.0 

6.0 

2 

- 

2 

3 

11.1 

5.0 

6.0 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

3.3 

- 

- 

4.94 

2.17 

3.63 

3.58 

3.85 

1.46 

2.96 

3.27 

0.91 

0.27 

0.47 

0.46 

3.80 

1.74 

2.15 

2.40 

0.08 

0.03 

0.02 

37.5 

3.4 

0.11 

0.85 

28 

7 
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Q. 161-162  User  days  from  the  VISIT  #3 


Visit  #3  Visit  #3 


TOTAL 

Neith 

Only 

Only 

ssssss 

Both 

3  3CBZ 

DK/ 

All 

x= ==  == 

All 

Site 

ITR 

Saylr  Sites 

NA 

ITR 

Saylr 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

127 

26 

22 

32 

18 

29 

40 

50 

100.0 

20.5 

17.3 

25.2 

14.2 

22.8 

31.5 

39.4 

One 

(1) 

16 

_ 

2 

7 

_ 

7 

2 

7 

12.6 

9.1 

21.9 

- 

24.1 

5.0 

14.0 

Two 

(2) 

16 

5 

4 

4 

- 

3 

4 

4 

12.6 

19.2 

18.2 

12.5 

- 

10.3 

10.0 

8.0 

Three 

(3) 

7 

3 

1 

- 

- 

3 

1 

- 

5.5 

11.5 

4.5 

- 

10.3 

2.5 

- 

Four 

(4) 

21 

5 

4 

5 

3 

4 

7 

8 

16.5 

19.2 

18.2 

15.6 

16.7 

13.8 

17.5 

16.0 

Five 

(5) 

6 

1 

2 

- 

2 

1 

4 

2 

4.7 

3.8 

9.1 

“ 

11.1 

3.4 

10.0 

4.0 

Six 

(6) 

12 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

5 

5 

9.4 

7.7 

9.1 

6.3 

16.7 

10.3 

12.5 

10.0 

Seven-eight 

(7.5) 

12 

4 

1 

2 

1 

4 

2 

3 

9.4 

15.4 

4.5 

6.3 

5.6 

13.8 

5.0 

6.0 

Nine- ten 

(9.5) 

8 

1 

3 

2 

1 

1 

4 

3 

6.3 

3.8 

13.6 

6.3 

5.6 

3.4 

10.0 

6.0 

Eleven- twelve 

(11.5) 

7 

- 

- 

4 

1 

2 

1 

5 

5.5 

- 

- 

12.5 

5.6 

6.9 

2.5 

10.0 

Thirteen  or  more 

(13.5) 

22 

5 

3 

6 

7 

1 

10 

13 

17.3 

19.2 

13.6 

18.8 

38.9 

3.4 

25.0 

26.0 

MEAN 

6.29 

6.27 

5.80 

6.50 

9.06 

4.72 

7.26 

7.42 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

4.32 

4.06 

3.98 

4.80 

3.98 

3.51 

4.29 

4.69 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.38 

0.80 

0.85 

0.85 

0.94 

0.65 

0.68 

0.66 

T  TEST  (DF=  125  ) 

0.02 

0.59 

0.32 

3.04 

2.26 

1.74 

2.44 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.98 

0.56 

0.75 

0.03 

0.08 

0.02 

CHI  SQUARE 

45.6 

6.9 

P 

0.13 

0.65 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

36 

9 
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Q.165  What  kinds  of  recreational  activity  were  engaged  in  on  that 
visit?  (Multiple  response  allowed).  (Visit  #3) 


Visit  #3 

Visit 

.  #3 

TOTAL 

Neith 

Site 

Only 

ITR 

Only  Both 
Saylr  Sites 

DK/ 

NA 

All 

ITR 

All 

Saylr 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

128 

26 

22 

32 

18 

30 

40 

50 

100.0 

20.3 

17.2 

25.0 

14.1 

23.4 

31.3 

39.1 

Fishing 

55 

9 

12 

15 

10 

9 

22 

25 

43.0 

34.6 

54.5 

46.9 

55.6 

30.0 

55.0 

50.0 

Sightseeing 

37 

7 

2 

8 

6 

14 

8 

14 

28.9 

26.9 

9.1 

25.0 

33.3 

46.7 

20.0 

28.0 

Hiking 

34 

5 

7 

10 

7 

5 

14 

17 

26.6 

19.2 

31.8 

31.3 

38.9 

16.7 

35.0 

34.0 

Car  Camping 

16 

2 

4 

3 

6 

1 

10 

9 

12.5 

7.7 

18.2 

9.4 

33.3 

3.3 

25.0 

18.0 

Rock  collecting 

13 

4 

4 

4 

1 

- 

5 

5 

10.2 

15.4 

18.2 

12.5 

5.6 

12.5 

10.0 

Hunting  -  unspecified 

11 

1 

3 

1 

2 

4 

5 

3 

8.6 

3.8 

13.6 

3.1 

11.1 

13.3 

12.5 

6.0 

Hunting  -  big  game 

10 

3 

1 

1 

4 

1 

5 

5 

7.8 

11.5 

4.5 

3.1 

22.2 

3.3 

12.5 

10.0 

Wildlife  viewing 

9 

1 

1 

3 

4 

- 

5 

7 

7.0 

3.8 

4.5 

9.4 

22.2 

12.5 

14.0 

Boating  -  raft/canoe 

7 

1 

3 

1 

2 

- 

5 

3 

kayak 

5.5 

3.8 

13.6 

3.1 

11.1 

“ 

12.5 

6.0 

Hunting  -  upland  game 

6 

1 

1 

1 

3 

- 

4 

4 

CHI  SQUARE 

P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

4.7 

3.8 

4.5 

3.1 

16.7 

44.0 

0.17 

36 

10.0 

8.0 

3.0 

0.96 

9 
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Q.165  (Continued)  What  kinds  of  recreational  activity  were  engaged  in  on  that  visit?  (VISIT  #3) 


Visit  #3  Visit  #3 


TOTAL  Neith  Only  Only  Both  DK/  All  All 

Site  ITR  Saylr  Sites  NA  ITR  Saylr 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

128 

26 

22 

32 

18 

30 

40 

50 

100.0 

20.3 

17.2 

25.0 

14.1 

23.4 

31.3 

39.1 

Photography 

7 

2 

_ 

2 

2 

1 

2 

4 

5.5 

7.7 

6.3 

11.1 

3.3 

5.0 

8.0 

Backpacking 

4 

- 

1 

1 

2 

- 

3 

3 

3.1 

- 

4.5 

3.1 

11.1 

7.5 

6.0 

Hunting  -  water  fowl 

4 

- 

2 

- 

2 

- 

4 

2 

3.1 

9.1 

11.1 

10.0 

4.0 

Off-highway  driving  - 

3 

- 

- 

- 

3 

- 

3 

3 

ATV/truck/cycle 

2.3 

“ 

16.7 

“ 

7.5 

6.0 

Snowmobiling 

3 

- 

2 

- 

- 

1 

2 

- 

2.3 

9.1 

- 

- 

3.3 

5.0 

- 

Boating  -  other  mentions 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

1.6 

4.5 

3.3 

2.5 

Cross-country  skiing 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

0.8 

4.5 

- 

2.5 

“ 

MISC. 

26 

11 

1 

2 

3 

9 

4 

5 

20.3 

42.3 

4.5 

6.3 

16.7 

30.0 

10.0 

10.0 

D.K./N.A. 

4 

- 

1 

1 

- 

2 

1 

1 

CHI  SQUARE 

P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

3.1 

4.5 

3.1 

6.7 

51.2 

0.02 

32 

2.5 

2.0 

5.2 

0.73 

8 
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Q.184  Was  this  area  in  Idaho  your  primary  destination  or  was  it  a 
stop  on  the  way  to  some  other  place?  (Visit  #3) 

Visit  #3  Visit  #3 


TOTAL  Neith  Only  Only  Both  DK/  All  All 


Site 

ITR 

Saylr  Sites 

NA 

ITR 

Saylr 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

128 

26 

22 

32 

18 

30 

40 

50 

100.0 

20.3 

17.2 

25.0 

14.1 

23.4 

31.3 

39.1 

Primary  destination 

110 

26 

18 

31 

15 

20 

33 

46 

85.9 

100.0 

81.8 

96.9 

83.3 

66.7 

82.5 

92.0 

Stop  along  the  way 

17 

- 

4 

1 

3 

9 

7 

4 

13.3 

- 

18.2 

3.1 

16.7 

30.0 

17.5 

8.0 

Miscellaneous 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

- 

- 

0.8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

3.3 

- 

- 

CHI  SQUARE 

18.5 

- 

P 

0.02 

- 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

8 

2 
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Q.186  Hew  important  to  you  is.. Hunting  specific  game. .as  a  reason 
for  your  visits  to  this  area  of  Owyhee  County  in  Idaho... 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

200 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

100.0 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

Very  important 

(4) 

53 

1 

14 

38 

39 

52 

26.5 

5.6 

20.9 

33.0 

29.3 

28.6 

Moderately  important 

(3) 

34 

5 

9 

20 

25 

29 

17.0 

27.8 

13.4 

17.4 

18.8 

15.9 

Slightly  important 

(2) 

14 

2 

3 

9 

11 

12 

7.0 

11.1 

4.5 

7.8 

8.3 

6.6 

Not  important  at  all 

(1) 

98 

10 

40 

48 

58 

88 

49.0 

55.6 

59.7 

41.7 

43.6 

48.4 

DK/NA 

(0) 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

0.5 

- 

1.5 

0.5 

MEAN 

2.21 

1.83 

1.95 

2.42 

2.34 

2.25 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

1.30 

1.01 

1.26 

1.32 

1.30 

1.32 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.09 

0.24 

0.16 

0.12 

0.11 

0.10 

T  TEST  (DF-  197  ) 

1.30 

1.98 

2.67 

1.98 

1.30 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.20 

0.05 

0.01 

0.05 

0.20 

CHI  SQUARE 

11.5 

1.0 

P 

0.07 

0.79 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 
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Q.187  Are  there  places 

OUTSIDE  OF 

OWYHEE 

COUNTY 

where  you 

go 

for.. Hunting  the  Bane 

game.. that 

are  similar  to 

your  visits  to 

these  areas  in  Owyhee  County? 

10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

53 

1 

14 

38 

39 

52 

100.0 

1.9 

26.4 

71.7 

73.6 

98.1 

Yes 

40 

1 

10 

29 

30 

39 

75.5 

100.0 

71.4 

76.3 

76.9 

75.0 

No 

12 

- 

4 

8 

8 

12 

22.6 

- 

28.6 

21.1 

20.5 

23.1 

DK/NA 

1 

- 

_ 

1 

1 

1 

• 

1.9 

- 

- 

2.6 

2.6 

1.9 

CHI  SQUARE 

1.0 

0.1 

P 

0.91 

0.94 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

4 

2 
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Q.188  What  other  places  do  you  go  for.. Hunting  the  same  game? 
(MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED). 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

40 

1 

10 

29 

30 

39 

100.0 

2.5 

25.0 

72.5 

75.0 

97.5 

Other  parts  of  Idaho 

38 

1 

10 

27 

28 

37 

95.0 

100.0 

100.0 

93.1 

93.3 

94.9 

Other  state/ location 

4 

1 

- 

3 

4 

3 

10.0 

100.0 

- 

10.3 

13.3 

7.7 

Oregon 

3 

- 

- 

3 

3 

3 

7.5 

- 

- 

10.3 

10.0 

7.7 

Nevada 

2 

- 

- 

2 

2 

2 

5.0 

- 

- 

6.9 

6.7 

5.1 

Other  answers 

2 

- 

- 

2 

2 

2 

5.0 

- 

- 

6.9 

6.7 

5.1 

CHI  SQUARE 

8.3 

0.7 

P 

0.40 

0.96 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

8 

4 
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Q.193  How  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to  for.. Hunting  the 
same  game. . compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you  go.. 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

ITR 

Only 

Saylor 

Both 

sites 

All 

ITR 

All 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

40 

1 

10 

29 

30 

39 

100.0 

2.5 

25.0 

72.5 

75.0 

97.5 

Much  better 

(5) 

10 

_ 

2 

8 

8 

10 

25.0 

- 

20.0 

27.6 

26.7 

25.6 

Slightly  better 

(4) 

4 

- 

1 

3 

3 

4 

10.0 

- 

10.0 

10.3 

10.0 

10.3 

About  the  same 

(3) 

18 

1 

6 

11 

12 

17 

45.0 

100.0 

60.0 

37.9 

40.0 

43.6 

Slightly  worse 

(2) 

6 

- 

1 

5 

5 

6 

15.0 

- 

10.0 

17.2 

16.7 

15.4 

DK/NA 

(0) 

2 

- 

- 

2 

2 

2 

5.0 

- 

- 

6.9 

6.7 

5.1 

MEAN 

3.47 

3.00 

3.40 

3.52 

3.50 

3.49 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

1.04 

- 

0.92 

1.10 

1.09 

1.06 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.17 

0.29 

0.21 

0.21 

0.17 

T  TEST  (DF-  36  ) 

0.45 

0.26 

0.41 

0.26 

0.45 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.65 

0.80 

0.68 

0.80 

0.65 

CHI  SQUARE 

2.3 

0.1 

P 

0.89 

0.99 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 
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<2-194  Hew  important  to  you  is.. Viewing  wildlife.. as  a  reason  for 
your  visits  to  this  area  of  Owyhee  County  in  Idaho. . . 

10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 


ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

200 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

100.0 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

Vary  important 

(4) 

134 

12 

42 

80 

92 

122 

67.0 

66.7 

62.7 

69.6 

69.2 

67.0 

Moderately  important 

(3) 

53 

5 

19 

29 

34 

48 

26.5 

27.8 

28.4 

25.2 

25.6 

26.4 

Slightly  important 

(2) 

8 

1 

3 

4 

5 

7 

4.0 

5.6 

4.5 

3.5 

3.8 

3.8 

Not  important  at  all 

(1) 

3 

- 

2 

1 

1 

3 

1.5 

3.0 

0.9 

0.8 

1.6 

DK/NA 

(0) 

2 

- 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1.0 

1.5 

0.9 

0.8 

1.1 

MEAN 

3.61 

3.61 

3.53 

3.65 

3.64 

3.61 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.64 

0.59 

0.72 

0.59 

0.59 

0.65 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.05 

0.14 

0.09 

0.06 

0.05 

0.05 

T  TEST  (DF«  196  ) 

0.04 

1.18 

1.11 

1.18 

0.04 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.97 

0.24 

0.27 

0.24 

0.97 

CHI  SQUARE 

2.3 

0.6 

P 

0.90 

0.91 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 
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Q.195  Are  there  places  OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE  COUNTY  where  you  go  for 
..Viewing  wildlife. .that  are  similar  to  your  visits  to  these  areas 
in  Cvyhee  County? 


TOTAL 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS  134 

100.0 

Yes  96 

71.6 

No  35 

26.1 

DK/NA  3 

2.2 


CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

12 

42 

80 

92 

122 

9.0 

31.3 

59.7 

68.7 

91.0 

8 

30 

58 

66 

88 

66.7 

71.4 

72.5 

71.7 

72.1 

4 

10 

21 

25 

31 

33.3 

23.8 

26.2 

27.2 

25.4 

- 

2 

1 

1 

3 

- 

4.8 

1.3 

1.1 

2.5 

2.2 

0.6 

0.70 

0.74 

4 

2 
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Q.196  What  other  places  do  you  go  for. . .Viewing  wildlife? 
(MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED). 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

96 

8 

30 

58 

66 

88 

100.0 

8.3 

31.3 

60.4 

68.8 

91.7 

Other  parts  of  Idaho 

83 

5 

27 

51 

56 

78 

86.5 

62.5 

90.0 

87.9 

84.8 

88.6 

Other  state/location 

18 

3 

4 

11 

14 

15 

18.8 

37.5 

13.3 

19.0 

21.2 

17.0 

Oregon 

11 

1 

3 

7 

8 

10 

11.5 

12.5 

10.0 

12.1 

12.1 

11.4 

Nevada 

9 

- 

2 

7 

7 

9 

9.4 

6.7 

12.1 

10.6 

10.2 

MISCELLANEOUS 

11 

2 

6 

3 

5 

9 

11.5 

25.0 

20.0 

5.2 

7.6 

10.2 

CHI  SQUARE 

9.2 

0.7 

P 

0.32 

0.95 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

8 

4 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.201  Hew  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to  for. . .Viewing 
wildlife. .compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you  go... 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

96 

8 

30 

58 

66 

88 

100.0 

8.3 

31.3 

60.4 

68.8 

91.7 

Much  better 

(5) 

8 

3 

5 

5 

8 

8.3 

- 

10.0 

8.6 

7.6 

9.1 

Slightly  better 

(4) 

11 

- 

5 

6 

6 

11 

11.5 

16.7 

10.3 

9.1 

12.5 

About  the  same 

(3) 

53 

8 

15 

30 

38 

45 

55.2 

100.0 

50.0 

51.7 

57.6 

51.1 

Slightly  worse 

(2) 

18 

- 

6 

12 

12 

18 

18.8 

- 

20.0 

20.7 

18.2 

20.5 

Much  worse 

(1) 

2 

- 

- 

2 

2 

2 

2.1 

- 

- 

3.4 

3.0 

2.3 

DK/NA 

(0) 

4 

- 

1 

3 

3 

4 

4.2 

- 

3.3 

5.2 

4.5 

4.5 

MEAN 

3.05 

3.00 

3.17 

3.00 

3.00 

3.06 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.86 

- 

0.87 

0.91 

0.85 

0.90 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.09 

0.16 

0.12 

0.11 

0.10 

T  TEST  (DF-  90  ) 

0.19 

0.89 

0.74 

0.89 

0.19 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.85 

0.37 

0.46 

0.37 

0.85 

CHI  SQUARE 

8.3 

1.0 

P 

0.40 

0.91 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

8 

4 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.202  Hew  important  to  you  is.. Viewing  the  scenic  beauty  of  the 
area. .as  a  reason  for  your  visits  to  this  area  of  Owyhee  County  in 
Idaho. . 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

VisitB 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

200 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

100.0 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

Very  important 

(4) 

122 

9 

41 

72 

81 

113 

61.0 

50.0 

61.2 

62.6 

60.9 

62.1 

Moderately  important 

(3) 

63 

7 

22 

34 

41 

56 

31.5 

38.9 

32.8 

29.6 

30.8 

30.8 

Slightly  important 

(2) 

6 

- 

1 

5 

5 

6 

3.0 

1.5 

4.3 

3.8 

3.3 

Not  important  at  all 

(1) 

6 

2 

2 

2 

4 

4 

3.0 

11.1 

3.0 

1.7 

3.0 

2.2 

DK/NA 

(0) 

3 

- 

1 

2 

2 

3 

1.5 

1.5 

1.7 

1.5 

1.6 

MEAN 

3.53 

3.28 

3.55 

3.56 

3.52 

3.55 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.70 

0.93 

0.68 

0.66 

0.71 

0.67 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.05 

0.22 

0.08 

0.06 

0.06 

0.05 

T  TEST  (DP-  195  ) 

1.60 

0.25 

0.69 

0.25 

1.60 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.11 

0.80 

0.49 

0.80 

0.11 

CHI  SQUARE 

7.1 

0.3 

P 

0.31 

0.97 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.203  Are  there  places  OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE  COUNTY  where  you  go 
for. .Viewing  the  scenic  beauty  of  the  area. .similar  to  your  visits 
to  these  areas  IN  Owyhee  County? 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

122 

9 

41 

72 

81 

113 

100.0 

7.4 

33.6 

59.0 

66.4 

92.6 

Yes 

91 

9 

27 

55 

64 

82 

74.6 

100.0 

65.9 

76.4 

79.0 

72.6 

No 

30 

- 

14 

16 

16 

30 

24.6 

- 

34.1 

22.2 

19.8 

26.5 

DK/NA 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

• 

0.8 

- 

- 

1.4 

1.2 

0.9 

CHI  SQUARE 

5.8 

1.2 

P 

0.21 

0.54 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

4 

2 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.204  What  other  places  do  you  go  for. . .Viewing  the  scenic  beauty 
of  the  area?  (MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED). 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

ITR 

========= 

Only 

Saylor 

Both 

sites 

=  ==  ==  ==  = 

All 

ITR 

All 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

91 

9 

27 

55 

64 

82 

100.0 

9.9 

29.7 

60.4 

70.3 

90.1 

Other  parts  of  Idaho 

69 

4 

24 

41 

45 

65 

75.8 

44.4 

88.9 

74.5 

70.3 

79.3 

Other  state/location 

20 

5 

5 

10 

15 

15 

22.0 

55.6 

18.5 

18.2 

23.4 

18.3 

Oregon 

13 

1 

3 

9 

10 

12 

14.3 

11.1 

11.1 

16.4 

15.6 

14.6 

Nevada 

8 

- 

2 

6 

6 

8 

8.8 

7.4 

10.9 

9.4 

9.8 

MISCELLANEOUS 

11 

1 

4 

6 

7 

10 

12.1 

11.1 

14.8 

10.9 

10.9 

12.2 

D.K./N.A. 

2 

- 

_ 

2 

2 

2 

CHI  SQUARE 

P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

2.2 

3.6 

10.5 

0.40 

10 

3.1 

2.4 

1.0 

0.97 

5 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.209  How  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to  for.. Viewing  the 
scenic  beauty  of  the  area . . compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you 
go.. 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

ITR 

Only 

Saylor 

Both 

sites 

All 

ITR 

All 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

91 

9 

27 

55 

64 

82 

100.0 

9.9 

29.7 

60.4 

70.3 

90.1 

Much  better 

(4) 

9 

1 

2 

6 

7 

8 

9.9 

11.1 

7.4 

10.9 

10.9 

9.8 

Slightly  better 

(3) 

11 

- 

6 

5 

5 

11 

12.1 

“ 

22.2 

9.1 

7.8 

13.4 

About  the  same 

(2) 

55 

6 

15 

34 

40 

49 

- 

60.4 

66.7 

55.6 

61.8 

62.5 

59.8 

Slightly  worse 

(1) 

10 

1 

3 

6 

7 

9 

11.0 

11.1 

11.1 

10.9 

10.9 

11.0 

DK/NA 

(0) 

6 

1 

1 

4 

5 

5 

6.6 

11.1 

3.7 

7.3 

7.8 

6.1 

MEAN 

2.22 

2.13 

2.27 

2.22 

2.20 

2.23 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.79 

0.78 

0.76 

0.80 

0.80 

0.79 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.09 

0.28 

0.15 

0.11 

0.10 

0.09 

T  TEST  (DF=  83  ) 

0.37 

0.36 

0.11 

0.36 

0.37 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.71 

0.72 

0.91 

0.72 

0.71 

CHI  SQUARE 

4.2 

1.1 

P 

0.66 

0.77 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.210  How  important  is.. The  quiet  and  solitude. .as  a  reason  for 
your  visits  to  this  area  of  Owyhee  County  in  Idaho. . 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

200 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

100.0 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

Very  important 

(4) 

122 

10 

38 

74 

84 

112 

61.0 

55.6 

56.7 

64.3 

63.2 

61.5 

Moderately  important 

(3) 

59 

8 

18 

33 

41 

51 

29.5 

44.4 

26.9 

28.7 

30.8 

28.0 

Slightly  important 

(2) 

12 

- 

7 

5 

5 

12 

6.0 

10.4 

4.3 

3.8 

6.6 

Not  important  at  all 

(1) 

6 

- 

3 

3 

3 

6 

3.0 

4.5 

2.6 

2.3 

3.3 

DK/NA 

(0) 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

0.5 

1.5 

- 

0.5 

MEAN 

3.49 

3.56 

3.38 

3.55 

3.55 

3.49 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.74 

0.50 

0.85 

0.70 

0.68 

0.76 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.05 

0.12 

0.10 

0.07 

0.06 

0.06 

T  TEST  (DF-  197  ) 

0.38 

1.53 

1.24 

1.53 

0.38 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.71 

0.13 

0.22 

0.13 

0.71 

CHI  SQUARE 

6.9 

1.7 

P 

0.33 

0.64 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.211  Are  there  places  OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE  COUNTY  where  you  go 
for.. quiet  and  solitude. .that  are  similar  to  your  visits  to  these 
areas  in  Owyhee  County? 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

ITR 

Only 

Saylor 

Both 

sites 

All 

ITR 

All 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

122 

10 

38 

74 

84 

112 

100.0 

8.2 

31.1 

60.7 

68.9 

91.8 

Yes 

94 

9 

31 

54 

63 

85 

77.0 

90.0 

81.6 

73.0 

75.0 

75.9 

No 

27 

1 

7 

19 

20 

26 

22.1 

10.0 

18.4 

25.7 

23.8 

23.2 

DK/NA 

1 

- 

_ 

1 

1 

1 

CHI  SQUARE 

P 

0.8 

1.4 

2.4 

0.65 

1.2 

0.9 

0.1 

0.97 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM  4  2 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.212  What  other  places  do  you  go  for. .Quiet  and  solitude? 
(MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED ) . 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

94 

9 

31 

54 

63 

85 

100.0 

9.6 

33.0 

57.4 

67.0 

90.4 

Other  parts  of  Idaho 

76 

3 

26 

47 

50 

73 

80.9 

33.3 

83.9 

87.0 

79.4 

85.9 

Other  state/ location 

18 

4 

5 

9 

13 

14 

19.1 

44.4 

16.1 

16.7 

20.6 

16.5 

Oregon 

15 

2 

4 

9 

11 

13 

16.0 

22.2 

12.9 

16.7 

17.5 

15.3 

Nevada 

7 

1 

2 

4 

5 

6 

7.4 

11.1 

6.5 

7.4 

7.9 

7.1 

MISCELLANEOUS 

7 

2 

3 

2 

4 

5 

7.4 

22.2 

9.7 

3.7 

6.3 

5.9 

CHI  SQUARE 

10.4 

0.7 

P 

0.24 

0.95 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

8 

4 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.217  Haw  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to  for.. quiet  and 
solitude. .compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you  go.. 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

ITR 

Only 

Saylor 

Both 

sites 

All 

ITR 

All 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

94 

9 

31 

54 

63 

85 

100.0 

9.6 

33.0 

57.4 

67.0 

90.4 

Much  better 

(5) 

17 

8 

9 

9 

17 

18.1 

25.8 

16.7 

14.3 

20.0 

Slightly  better 

(4) 

19 

3 

5 

11 

14 

16 

20.2 

33.3 

16.1 

20.4 

22.2 

18.8 

About  the  same 

(3) 

45 

6 

11 

28 

34 

39 

47.9 

66.7 

35.5 

51.9 

54.0 

45.9 

Slightly  worse 

(2) 

8 

- 

6 

2 

2 

8 

8.5 

- 

19.4 

3.7 

3.2 

9.4 

Much  worse 

(1) 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

1.1 

- 

1.9 

1.6 

1.2 

DK/NA 

(0) 

4 

- 

1 

3 

3 

4 

4.3 

- 

3.2 

5.6 

4.8 

4.7 

MEAN 

3.48 

3.33 

3.50 

3.49 

3.47 

3.49 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.93 

0.47 

1.09 

0.89 

0.85 

0.97 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.10 

0.16 

0.20 

0.13 

0.11 

0.11 

T  TEST  (DF*  88  ) 

0.49 

0.16 

0.14 

0.16 

0.49 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.63 

0.87 

0.89 

0.87 

0.63 

CHI  SQUARE 

12.6 

3.5 

P 

0.13 

0.48 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

8 

4 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.218  Hew  important  to  you  is.. The  excitement  of  river  boating.. as 
a  reason  for  your  visits  to  this  area  of  Owyhee  County  in 
Idaho. . 


TOTAL 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

200 

100.0 

Very  important 

(4) 

26 

13.0 

Moderately  important 

(3) 

28 

14.0 

Slightly  important 

(2) 

23 

• 

11.5 

Not  important  at  all 

(1) 

110 

55.0 

DK/NA 

(0) 

13 

6.5 

MEAN 

1.84 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

1.13 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.08 

T  TEST  (DF-  185  ) 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

ViBits 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

3 

8 

15 

18 

23 

16.7 

11.9 

13.0 

13.5 

12.6 

2 

7 

19 

21 

26 

11.1 

10.4 

16.5 

15.8 

14.3 

- 

11 

12 

12 

23 

- 

16.4 

10.4 

9.0 

12.6 

11 

36 

63 

74 

99 

61.1 

53.7 

54.8 

55.6 

54.4 

2 

5 

6 

8 

11 

11.1 

7.5 

5.2 

6.0 

6.0 

1.81 

1.79 

1.87 

1.86 

1.84 

1.24 

1.08 

1.13 

1.15 

1.12 

0.31 

0.14 

0.11 

0.10 

0.09 

0.10 

0.42 

0.46 

0.42 

0.10 

0.92 

0.67 

0.65 

0.67 

0.92 

5.3 

1.1 

0.51 

0.78 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.219  Are  there  places 

OUTSIDE  OF 

OWYHEE 

COUNTY 

where  you 

go 

for.. The  excitement  of 

river  boating. .that  are  i 

similar  to 

your 

visits  to  areas  in  CVyhee  County? 

10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

26 

3 

8 

15 

18 

23 

100.0 

11.5 

30.8 

57.7 

69.2 

88.5 

Yes 

21 

3 

7 

11 

14 

18 

80.8 

100.0 

87.5 

73.3 

77.8 

78.3 

No 

5 

- 

1 

4 

4 

5 

19.2 

- 

12.5 

26.7 

22.2 

21.7 

CHI  SQUARE 

1.5 

- 

P 

0.48 

0.97 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

2 

1 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.220  What  other  places  do  you  go  for. ..The  excitement  of  river 
boating?  (MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED). 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

s  sac  sue  ss  s 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

SSSS3SS 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

21 

3 

7 

11 

14 

18 

100.0 

14.3 

33.3 

52.4 

66.7 

85.7 

Other  parts  of  Idaho 

19 

1 

7 

11 

12 

18 

90.5 

33.3 

100.0 

100.0 

85.7 

100.0 

Oregon 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

4.8 

14.3 

- 

5.6 

Other  state/location 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

4.8 

33.3 

7.1 

MISCELLANEOUS 

3 

1 

1 

1 

2 

2 

14.3 

33.3 

14.3 

9.1 

14.3 

11.1 

CHI  SQUARE 

10.9 

2.3 

P 

0.09 

0.52 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.225  Hew  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to  for.. The 
excitement  of  river  boating. .compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you 
go.. 


TOTAL 

10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

Only 

ITR 

Only 

Saylor 

Both 

sites 

All 

ITR 

All 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

21 

3 

7 

11 

14 

18 

100.0 

14.3 

33.3 

52.4 

66.7 

85.7 

Much  better 

(4) 

4 

_ 

1 

3 

3 

4 

19.0 

- 

14.3 

27.3 

21.4 

22.2 

Slightly  better 

(3) 

2 

- 

1 

1 

1 

2 

9.5 

14.3 

9.1 

7.1 

11.1 

About  the  same 

(2) 

10 

3 

2 

5 

8 

7 

- 

47.6 

100.0 

28.6 

45.5 

57.1 

38.9 

Slightly  worse 

(1) 

2 

- 

1 

1 

1 

2 

9.5 

“ 

14.3 

9.1 

7.1 

11.1 

DK/NA 

(0) 

3 

- 

2 

1 

1 

3 

14.3 

28.6 

9.1 

7.1 

16.7 

MEAN 

2.44 

2.00 

2.40 

2.60 

2.46 

2.53 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.96 

- 

1.02 

1.02 

0.93 

1.02 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.23 

0.46 

0.32 

0.26 

0.26 

T  TEST  (DF-  16  ) 

0.88 

0.12 

0.78 

0.12 

0.88 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.39 

0.90 

0.44 

0.90 

0.39 

CHI  SQUARE 

3.7 

0.7 

P 

0.72 

0.86 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.226  How  important  to  you  is.. The  primitive  wilderness. .as  a 
reason  for  your  visits  to  this  area  of  Owyhee  County  in  Idaho.. 

10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 


ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

200 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

100.0 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

Very  important 

(4) 

86 

5 

23 

58 

63 

81 

43.0 

27.8 

34.3 

50.4 

47.4 

44.5 

Moderately  important 

(3) 

78 

9 

29 

40 

49 

69 

39.0 

50.0 

43.3 

34.8 

36.8 

37.9 

Slightly  important 

(2) 

18 

2 

5 

11 

13 

16 

9.0 

11.1 

7.5 

9.6 

9.8 

8.8 

Not  important  at  all 

(1) 

14 

2 

8 

4 

6 

12 

7.0 

11.1 

11.9 

3.5 

4.5 

6.6 

DK/NA 

(0) 

4 

- 

2 

2 

2 

4 

2.0 

3.0 

1.7 

1.5 

2.2 

MEAN 

3.20 

2.94 

3.03 

3.35 

3.29 

3.23 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.88 

0.91 

0.96 

0.80 

0.82 

0.87 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.06 

0.21 

0.12 

0.07 

0.07 

0.07 

T  TEST  (DF-  194  ) 

1.32 

1.96 

2.67 

1.96 

1.32 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.19 

0.05 

0.01 

0.05 

0.19 

CHI  SQUARE 

10.1 

0.8 

P 

0.12 

0.84 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.227  Are  there  places  OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE  COUNTY  where  you  go 
for.. The  primitive  wilderness. .similar  to  your  visits  to  these 
areas  IN  Owyhee  County? 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

86 

5 

23 

58 

63 

81 

100.0 

5.8 

26.7 

67.4 

73.3 

94.2 

Yes 

59 

4 

13 

42 

46 

55 

68.6 

80.0 

56.5 

72.4 

73.0 

67.9 

No 

27 

1 

10 

16 

17 

26 

31.4 

20.0 

43.5 

27.6 

27.0 

32.1 

CHI  SQUARE 

2.3 

0.4 

P 

0.32 

0.51 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

2 

1 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.228  What  other  places  do  you  go  for... The  primitive  wilderness? 
(MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED ) . 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

59 

4 

13 

42 

46 

55 

100.0 

6.8 

22.0 

71.2 

78.0 

93.2 

Other  parts  of  Idaho 

52 

2 

11 

39 

41 

50 

88.1 

50.0 

84.6 

92.9 

89.1 

90.9 

Other  state/location 

12 

2 

3 

7 

9 

10 

20.3 

50.0 

23.1 

16.7 

19.6 

18.2 

Oregon 

7 

- 

2 

5 

5 

7 

11.9 

15.4 

11.9 

10.9 

12.7 

Nevada 

4 

- 

- 

4 

4 

4 

6.8 

9.5 

8.7 

7.3 

MISCELLANEOUS 

3 

- 

1 

2 

2 

3 

5.1 

7.7 

4.8 

4.3 

5.5 

CHI  SQUARE 

6.1 

0.2 

P 

0.64 

0.99 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

8 

4 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.233  How  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to  for.. the 
primitive  wilderness. .compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you  go 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

59 

4 

13 

42 

46 

55 

100.0 

6.8 

22.0 

71.2 

78.0 

93.2 

Much  better 

(4) 

12 

_ 

2 

10 

10 

12 

20.3 

- 

15.4 

23.8 

21.7 

21.8 

Slightly  better 

(3) 

4 

- 

1 

3 

3 

4 

6.8 

- 

7.7 

7.1 

6.5 

7.3 

About  the  same 

(2) 

30 

4 

7 

19 

23 

26 

50.8 

100.0 

53.8 

45.2 

50.0 

47.3 

Slightly  worse 

(1) 

7 

- 

2 

5 

5 

7 

11.9 

“ 

15.4 

11.9 

10.9 

12.7 

DK/NA 

(0) 

6 

- 

1 

5 

5 

6 

10.2 

- 

7.7 

11.9 

10.9 

10.9 

MEAN 

2.40 

2.00 

2.25 

2.49 

2.44 

2.43 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.98 

- 

0.92 

1.03 

0.99 

1.01 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.13 

0.27 

0.17 

0.15 

0.14 

T  TEST  (DF=  51  ) 

0.84 

0.59 

1.03 

0.59 

0.84 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.40 

0.56 

0.31 

0.56 

0.40 

CHI  SQUARE 

3.9 

0.1 

P 

0.69 

0.99 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.234  How  important  to  you  is.. Being  with  family/ friends  in  the 
outdoors.. as  a  reason  for  your  visits  to  this  area  of  Owyhee  County 
in  Idaho. . 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 

S  33  S3  S3 33 S3  S3  S3 33 S3 33 S3  3 33 S3 38 S3  S3 33 S3 

TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 


ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

200 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

100.0 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

Very  important 

(4) 

125 

10 

33 

82 

92 

115 

62.5 

55.6 

49.3 

71.3 

69.2 

63.2 

Moderately  important 

(3) 

50 

8 

20 

22 

30 

42 

25.0 

44.4 

29.9 

19.1 

22.6 

23.1 

Slightly  important 

(2) 

9 

- 

5 

4 

4 

9 

' 

4.5 

7.5 

3.5 

3.0 

4.9 

Not  important  at  all 

(1) 

14 

- 

8 

6 

6 

14 

7.0 

* 

11.9 

5.2 

4.5 

7.7 

DK/NA 

(0) 

2 

- 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1.0 

1.5 

0.9 

0.8 

1.1 

MEAN 

3.44 

3.56 

3.18 

3.58 

3.58 

3.43 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.87 

0.50 

1.01 

0.79 

0.76 

0.90 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.06 

0.12 

0.12 

0.07 

0.07 

0.07 

T  TEST  (DF*>  196  ) 

0.57 

3.07 

2.57 

3.07 

0.57 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.57 

- 

0.01 

- 

0.57 

CHI  SQUARE 

14.9 

2.3 

P 

0.02 

0.50 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.235  Are  there  places  OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE  COUNTY  where  you  go 
for.. being  with  family/ friends  in  the  outdoors. .that  are  similar  to 
your  visits  to  Owyhee  County? 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

125 

10 

33 

82 

92 

115 

100.0 

8.0 

26.4 

65.6 

73.6 

92.0 

Yes 

96 

7 

25 

64 

71 

89 

76.8 

70.0 

75.8 

78.0 

77.2 

77.4 

No 

25 

2 

7 

16 

18 

23 

20.0 

20.0 

21.2 

19.5 

19.6 

20.0 

DK/NA 

4 

1 

1 

2 

3 

3 

■ 

3.2 

10.0 

3.0 

2.4 

3.3 

2.6 

CHI  SQUARE 

1.7 

0.1 

P 

0.79 

0.96 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

4 

2 

SAIC  Trilining  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.236  What  other  places  do  you  go  for... Being  with  family  and 
friends  in  the  outdoors?  (MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED). 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

96 

7 

25 

64 

71 

89 

100.0 

7.3 

26.0 

66.7 

74.0 

92.7 

Other  parts  of  Idaho 

78 

4 

17 

57 

61 

74 

81.3 

57.1 

68.0 

89.1 

85.9 

83.1 

Other  state/location 

19 

4 

5 

10 

14 

15 

19.8 

57.1 

20.0 

15.6 

19.7 

16.9 

Oregon 

13 

1 

3 

9 

10 

12 

13.5 

14.3 

12.0 

14.1 

14.1 

13.5 

Nevada 

5 

- 

- 

5 

5 

5 

5.2 

- 

7.8 

7.0 

5.6 

MISCELLANEOUS 

6 

2 

1 

3 

5 

4 

6.3 

28.6 

4.0 

4.7 

7.0 

4.5 

CHI  SQUARE 

12.0 

0.5 

P 

0.15 

0.98 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

8 

4 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.241  How  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to  for.  .Being  with  family/friends  in  the  outdoors,  .compare  to  these 
OTHER  places  you  go.. 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

ITR 

Only 

Saylor 

==  =  =  =  =  = 

Both 

sites 

All 

ITR 

All 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

96 

7 

25 

64 

71 

89 

100.0 

7.3 

26.0 

66.7 

74.0 

92.7 

Much  better 

(5) 

9 

_ 

2 

7 

7 

9 

9.4 

- 

8.0 

10.9 

9.9 

10.1 

Slightly  better 

(4) 

17 

- 

4 

13 

13 

17 

17.7 

- 

16.0 

20.3 

18.3 

19.1 

About  the  same 

(3) 

56 

6 

16 

34 

40 

50 

58.3 

85.7 

64.0 

53.1 

56.3 

56.2 

Slightly  worse 

(2) 

7 

1 

2 

4 

5 

6 

7.3 

14.3 

8.0 

6.3 

7.0 

6.7 

Much  worse 

(1) 

4 

- 

- 

4 

4 

4 

4.2 

- 

6.3 

5.6 

4.5 

DK/NA 

(0) 

3 

- 

1 

2 

2 

3 

3.1 

4.0 

3.1 

2.8 

3.4 

MEAN 

3.22 

2.86 

3.25 

3.24 

3.20 

3.24 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.88 

0.35 

0.72 

0.96 

0.93 

0.90 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.09 

0.13 

0.15 

0.12 

0.11 

0.10 

T  TEST  (DF-  91  ) 

1.12 

0.23 

0.42 

0.23 

1.12 

P  ( WO  TAILED ) 

0.26 

0.82 

0.68 

0.82 

0.26 

CHI  SQUARE 

6.2 

0.1 

P 

0.62 

1.00 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

8 

4 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.242  Hew  important  to  you  ia.. Viewing  historical  or 


archaeological  sites.. as  a  reason 
Owyhee  County  in  Idaho. . 


TOTAL 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

200 

100.0 

Very  important 

(4) 

61 

30.5 

Moderately  important 

(3) 

70 

35.0 

Slightly  important 

(2) 

39 

19.5 

Not  important  at  all 

(1) 

27 

13.5 

DK/NA 

(0) 

3 

1.5 

MEAN 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

2.84 

1.01 

0.07 

T  TEST  (DP*  195  ) 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


for  your  visits  to  this  area  of 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


Only 

ITR 

Only 

Saylor 

Both 

sites 

All 

ITR 

All 

Saylor 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

4 

18 

39 

43 

57 

22.2 

26.9 

33.9 

32.3 

31.3 

7 

27 

36 

43 

63 

38.9 

40.3 

31.3 

32.3 

34.6 

2 

12 

25 

27 

37 

11.1 

17.9 

21.7 

20.3 

20.3 

5 

7 

15 

20 

22 

27.8 

10.4 

13.0 

15.0 

12.1 

- 

3 

- 

- 

3 

- 

4.5 

- 

1.6 

2.56 

2.88 

2.86 

2.82 

2.87 

1.12 

0.94 

1.03 

1.05 

1.00 

0.26 

0.12 

0.10 

0.09 

0.07 

1.24 

0.36 

0.38 

0.36 

1.24 

0.22 

0.72 

0.70 

0.72 

0.22 

6.3  0.6 

0.39  0.89 

6  3 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.243  Are  there  places  OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE  COUNTY  where  you  go 
for.. Viewing  historical/archaeological  sites. .similar  to  what  you 
get  from  Owyhee  County  visits? 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

61 

4 

18 

39 

43 

57 

100.0 

6.6 

29.5 

63.9 

70.5 

93.4 

Yes 

43 

4 

13 

26 

30 

39 

70.5 

100.0 

72.2 

66.7 

69.8 

68.4 

No 

18 

- 

5 

13 

13 

18 

29.5 

- 

27.8 

33.3 

30.2 

31.6 

CHI  SQUARE 

2.0 

- 

P 

0.37 

0.89 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

2 

1 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.244  What  other  places  do  you  go  for. . .Viewing 
historical/ archaelogical  sites?  (MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED) . 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

43 

4 

13 

26 

30 

39 

100.0 

9.3 

30.2 

60.5 

69.8 

90.7 

Other  parts  of  Idaho 

38 

3 

10 

25 

28 

35 

88.4 

75.0 

76.9 

96.2 

93.3 

89.7 

Other  state/location 

11 

1 

3 

7 

8 

10 

25.6 

25.0 

23.1 

26.9 

26.7 

25.6 

Oregon 

5 

1 

- 

4 

5 

4 

11.6 

25.0 

15.4 

16.7 

10.3 

Nevada 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

2.3 

- 

3.8 

3.3 

2.6 

MISCELLANEOUS 

6 

1 

3 

2 

3 

5 

14.0 

25.0 

23.1 

7.7 

10.0 

12.8 

CHI  SQUARE 

5.2 

0.6 

P 

0.73 

0.96 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

8 

4 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.249  Hew  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to  for.. Viewing 
hietorical/archaelogical  sites. .compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you 
go. . 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 


ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

43 

4 

13 

26 

30 

39 

100.0 

9.3 

30.2 

60.5 

69.8 

90.7 

Much  better 

(4) 

4 

. 

■ 

4 

4 

4 

9.3 

- 

15.4 

13.3 

10.3 

Slightly  better 

(3) 

10 

1 

5 

4 

5 

9 

23.3 

25.0 

38.5 

15.4 

16.7 

23.1 

About  the  same 

(2) 

20 

3 

6 

11 

14 

17 

- 

46.5 

75.0 

46.2 

42.3 

46.7 

43.6 

Slightly  worse 

(1) 

4 

- 

1 

3 

3 

4 

9.3 

7.7 

11.5 

10.0 

10.3 

DK/NA 

(0) 

5 

- 

1 

4 

4 

5 

11.6 

“ 

7.7 

15.4 

13.3 

12.8 

MEAN 

2.37 

2.25 

2.33 

2.41 

2.38 

2.38 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.81 

0.43 

0.62 

0.94 

0.88 

0.84 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.13 

0.22 

0.18 

0.20 

0.17 

0.14 

T  TEST  (DF=  36  ) 

0.31 

0.18 

0.36 

0.18 

0.31 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.76 

0.86 

0.72 

0.86 

0.76 

CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


5.6 

0.46 

6 


0.5 

0.91 

3 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.250  Hew  important  to  you  1b.. Being  part  of  a  group  arranged  by 
an  outfitter  or  other  organization. .as  a  reason  for  your  visits  to 
Owyhee  County  in  Idaho. . 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

ITR 

Only 

Saylor 

Both 

sites 

=  =  =  s== =  =  = 

All 

ITR 

=:::=S3 

All 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

200 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

100.0 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

Very  important 

(4) 

4 

1 

3 

3 

4 

2.0 

- 

1.5 

2.6 

2.3 

2.2 

Moderately  important 

(3) 

14 

2 

6 

6 

8 

12 

7.0 

11.1 

9.0 

5.2 

6.0 

6.6 

Slightly  important 

(2) 

18 

- 

6 

12 

12 

18 

' 

9.0 

9.0 

10.4 

9.0 

9.9 

Not  important  at  all 

(1) 

155 

16 

48 

91 

107 

139 

77.5 

88.9 

71.6 

79.1 

80.5 

76.4 

DK/NA 

(0) 

9 

- 

6 

3 

3 

9 

4.5 

9.0 

2.6 

2.3 

4.9 

MEAN 

1.30 

1.22 

1.34 

1.29 

1.28 

1.31 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.70 

0.63 

0.72 

0.69 

0.68 

0.70 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.05 

0.15 

0.09 

0.07 

0.06 

0.05 

T  TEST  (DF*  189  ) 

0.52 

0.55 

0.21 

0.55 

0.52 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.60 

0.58 

0.83 

0.58 

0.60 

CHI  SQUARE 

4.2 

0.2 

P 

0.65 

0.98 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.251  Are  there  places  OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE  COUNTY  you  go.. To  be  a 
part  of  a  group  arranged  by  an  outfitter. .similar  to  your  visits  to 
Owyhee  County? 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 

ITR  Saylor  sites  ITR  Saylor 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 


No 


4-1 
100.0  -  25.0 


4-1 

100.0  -  100.0 


3  3  4 

75.0  75.0  100.0 

3  3  4 

100.0  100.0  100.0 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.258  How  important  to  you  is.. Viewing  plants/flowers. .as  a  reason 
for  your  visits  to  this  area  of  Owyhee  County  in  Idaho. . 

10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 


ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

200 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

100.0 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

Very  important 

(4) 

60 

3 

23 

34 

37 

57 

30.0 

16.7 

34.3 

29.6 

27.8 

31.3 

Moderately  important 

(3) 

80 

9 

19 

52 

61 

71 

40.0 

50.0 

28.4 

45.2 

45.9 

39.0 

Slightly  important 

(2) 

33 

2 

14 

17 

19 

31 

16.5 

11.1 

20.9 

14.8 

14.3 

17.0 

Not  important  at  all 

(1) 

24 

3 

9 

12 

15 

21 

12.0 

16.7 

13.4 

10.4 

11.3 

11.5 

DK/NA 

(0) 

3 

1 

2 

- 

1 

2 

1.5 

5.6 

3.0 

0.8 

1.1 

MEAN 

2.89 

2.71 

2.86 

2.94 

2.91 

2.91 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.97 

0.96 

1.05 

0.93 

0.93 

0.97 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.07 

0.23 

0.13 

0.09 

0.08 

0.07 

T  TEST  (DF«  195  ) 

0.83 

0.32 

0.78 

0.32 

0.83 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.41 

0.75 

0.44 

0.75 

0.41 

CHI  SQUARE 

7.0 

1.5 

P 

0.32 

0.67 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.259  Are  there  places  OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE  COUNTY  where  you  go 
for.. Viewing  plants  and  flowers. .similar  to  your  visits  to  these 
areas  IN  Owyhee  County? 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

60 

3 

23 

34 

37 

57 

100.0 

5.0 

38.3 

56.7 

61.7 

95.0 

Yes 

45 

3 

15 

27 

30 

42 

75.0 

100.0 

65.2 

79.4 

81.1 

73.7 

No 

15 

- 

e 

7 

7 

15 

25.0 

- 

34.8 

20.6 

18.9 

26.3 

CHI  SQUARE 

2.5 

0.7 

P 

0.28 

0.41 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

2 

1 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.260  What  other  places  do  you  go  for. . .Viewing  plants  and 
flowers?  (MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED). 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

Sit68 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

45 

3 

15 

27 

30 

42 

100.0 

6.7 

33.3 

60.0 

66.7 

93.3 

Other  parts  of  Idaho 

37 

1 

10 

26 

27 

36 

82.2 

33.3 

66.7 

96.3 

90.0 

85.7 

Other  state/location 

11 

2 

4 

5 

7 

9 

24.4 

66.7 

26.7 

18.5 

23.3 

21.4 

Oregon 

5 

- 

2 

3 

3 

5 

11.1 

- 

13.3 

11.1 

10.0 

11.9 

Nevada 

4 

- 

1 

3 

3 

4 

8.9 

- 

6.7 

11.1 

10.0 

9.5 

MISC. 

5 

- 

2 

3 

3 

5 

11.1 

13.3 

11.1 

10.0 

11.9 

CHI  SQUARE 

6.6 

0.2 

P 

0.58 

1.00 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

8 

4 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.265  How  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to  for.. Viewing 
plants  and  flowers. .compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you  go.. 


TOTAL 

10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

Only 

ITR 

Only 

Saylor 

Both 

sites 

All 

ITR 

All 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

45 

3 

15 

27 

30 

42 

100.0 

6.7 

33.3 

60.0 

66.7 

93.3 

Much  better 

(5) 

5 

2 

3 

3 

5 

11.1 

- 

13.3 

11.1 

10.0 

11.9 

Slightly  better 

(4) 

5 

1 

2 

2 

3 

4 

11.1 

33.3 

13.3 

7.4 

10.0 

9.5 

About  the  same 

(3) 

28 

2 

9 

17 

19 

26 

62.2 

66.7 

60.0 

63.0 

63.3 

61.9 

Slightly  worse 

(2) 

4 

- 

2 

2 

2 

4 

8.9 

- 

13.3 

7.4 

6.7 

9.5 

DK/NA 

(0) 

3 

- 

- 

3 

3 

3 

6.7 

11.1 

10.0 

7.1 

MEAN 

3.26 

3.33 

3.27 

3.25 

3.26 

3.26 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.79 

0.47 

0.85 

0.78 

0.75 

0.81 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.12 

0.27 

0.22 

0.16 

0.14 

0.13 

T  TEST  (DF-  40  ) 

0.16 

0.03 

0.11 

0.03 

0.16 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.87 

0.98 

0.91 

0.98 

0.87 

CHI  SQUARE 

2.5 

0.2 

P 

0.86 

0.97 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.266  Hew  important  to  you  is. .Collecting  rocfcs/minerals. .as  a 
reason  for  your  visits  to  this  area  of  Owyhee  County  in  Idaho.. 

10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 


ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

200 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

100.0 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

Very  important 

(4) 

28 

1 

12 

15 

16 

27 

14.0 

5.6 

17.9 

13.0 

12.0 

14.8 

Moderately  important 

(3) 

41 

5 

15 

21 

26 

36 

20.5 

27.8 

22.4 

18.3 

19.5 

19.8 

Slightly  important 

(2) 

33 

4 

8 

21 

25 

29 

16.5 

22.2 

11.9 

18.3 

18.8 

15.9 

Not  important  at  all 

(1) 

98 

8 

32 

58 

66 

90 

49.0 

44.4 

47.8 

50.4 

49.6 

49.5 

MEAN 

2.00 

1.94 

2.10 

1.94 

1.94 

2.00 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

1.12 

0.97 

1.19 

1.10 

1.08 

1.13 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.08 

0.23 

0.14 

0.10 

0.09 

0.08 

T  TEST  (DF=  198  ) 

0.20 

0.98 

0.82 

0.98 

0.20 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.84 

0.33 

0.41 

0.33 

0.84 

CHI  SQUARE 

4.1 

0.8 

P 

0.66 

0.85 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.267  Are  there  places  OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE  COUNTY  where  you  go 
for .. Collecting  rocks/minerals. .similar  to  what  you  get  from  your 
visits  IN  Owyhee  County? 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

28 

1 

12 

15 

16 

27 

100.0 

3.6 

42.9 

53.6 

57.1 

96.4 

Yes 

20 

1 

8 

11 

12 

19 

71.4 

100.0 

66.7 

73.3 

75.0 

70.4 

No 

6 

- 

2 

4 

4 

6 

21.4 

16.7 

26.7 

25.0 

22.2 

DK/NA 

2 

- 

2 

_ 

- 

2 

7.1 

- 

16.7 

“ 

- 

7.4 

CHI  SQUARE 

3.4 

1.2 

P 

0.50 

0.54 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

4 

2 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.268  What  other  places  do  you  go  for. . .Collecting  rocks  and 
minerals?  (MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED ) . 

10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 


ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

20 

1 

8 

11 

12 

19 

100.0 

5.0 

40.0 

55.0 

60.0 

95.0 

Other  parts  of  Idaho 

17 

1 

6 

10 

11 

16 

85.0 

100.0 

75.0 

90.9 

91.7 

84.2 

Other  state/location 

8 

- 

4 

4 

4 

8 

40.0 

- 

50.0 

36.4 

33.3 

42.1 

Nevada 

4 

- 

1 

3 

3 

4 

20.0 

- 

12.5 

27.3 

25.0 

21.1 

Oregon 

3 

- 

1 

2 

2 

3 

15.0 

- 

12.5 

18.2 

16.7 

15.8 

MISCELLANEOUS 

5 

- 

2 

3 

3 

5 

25.0 

- 

25.0 

27.3 

25.0 

26.3 

CHI  SQUARE 

2.0 

0.2 

P 

0.98 

0.99 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

8 

4 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.273  How  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to  for. .Collecting 
rocfcs/minerals. .compare  to  these  other  places  you  go.. 


TOTAL 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS  20 

100.0 


Much  better 

(5) 

6 

30.0 

Slightly  better 

(4) 

2 

10.0 

About  the  same 

(3) 

6 

30.0 

Slightly  worse 

(2) 

1 

5.0 

Much  worse 

(1) 

2 

10.0 

DK/NA 

(0) 

3 

15.0 

MEAN 

3.53 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

1.33 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.32 

T  TEST  (DF-  15  ) 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

1 

8 

11 

12 

19 

5.0 

40.0 

55.0 

60.0 

95.0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

100.0 

25.0 

27.3 

33.3 

26.3 

- 

1 

1 

1 

2 

- 

12.5 

9.1 

8.3 

10.5 

- 

2 

4 

4 

6 

- 

25.0 

36.4 

33.3 

31.6 

- 

_ 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

9.1 

8.3 

5.3 

- 

1 

1 

1 

2 

- 

12.5 

9.1 

8.3 

10.5 

_ 

2 

1 

1 

3 

- 

25.0 

9.1 

8.3 

15.8 

5.00 

3.50 

3.40 

3.55 

3.44 

- 

1.38 

1.28 

1.30 

1.32 

0.57 

0.40 

0.39 

0.33 

1.15 

0.07 

0.48 

0.07 

1.15 

0.27 

0.95 

0.64 

0.95 

0.27 

2.9 

0.3 

0.94 

0.99 

8 

4 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.274  Hew  important  to  you  is.. Being  close  to  nature.. as  a  reason 
for  your  visits  to  this  area  of  Owyhee  County  in  Idaho.. 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

200 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

100.0 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

Very  important 

(4) 

121 

8 

37 

76 

84 

113 

60.5 

44.4 

55.2 

66.1 

63.2 

62.1 

Moderately  important 

(3) 

67 

8 

22 

37 

45 

59 

33.5 

44.4 

32.8 

32.2 

33.8 

32.4 

Slightly  important 

(2) 

7 

1 

4 

2 

3 

6 

3.5 

5.6 

6.0 

1.7 

2.3 

3.3 

Not  important  at  all 

(1) 

3 

- 

3 

- 

- 

3 

1.5 

4.5 

- 

1.6 

DK/NA 

(0) 

2 

1 

1 

- 

1 

1 

1.0 

5.6 

1.5 

- 

0.8 

0.5 

MEAN 

3.55 

3.41 

3.41 

3.64 

3.61 

3.56 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.64 

0.60 

0.80 

0.51 

0.53 

0.64 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.05 

0.15 

0.10 

0.05 

0.05 

0.05 

T  TEST  (DF=  196  ) 

0.90 

2.15 

2.58 

2.15 

0.90 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.37 

0.03 

0.01 

0.03 

0.37 

CHI  SQUARE 

10.8 

2.5 

P 

0.10 

0.47 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.275  Are  there  places  OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE  COUNTY  where  you  go 
for.. Being  close  to  nature. .similar  to  your  visits  to  these  areas 
IN  (Vyhee  County? 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

ITR 

Only 

Saylor 

Both 

sites 

All 

ITR 

All 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

121 

8 

37 

76 

84 

113 

100.0 

6.6 

30.6 

62.8 

69.4 

93.4 

Yes 

89 

7 

23 

59 

66 

82 

73.6 

87.5 

62.2 

77.6 

78.6 

72.6 

No 

31 

1 

14 

16 

17 

30 

25.6 

12.5 

37.8 

21.1 

20.2 

26.5 

DK/NA 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

CHI  SQUARE 

P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

0.8 

1.3 

4.9 

0.29 

4 

1.2 

0.9 

1.1 

0.58 

2 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.276  What  other  places  do  you  go  for... Being  close  to  nature? 
(MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED). 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

89 

7 

23 

59 

66 

82 

100.0 

7.9 

25.8 

66.3 

74.2 

92.1 

Other  parts  of  Idaho 

77 

4 

18 

55 

59 

73 

86.5 

57.1 

78.3 

93.2 

89.4 

89.0 

Other  state/location 

24 

5 

7 

12 

17 

19 

27.0 

71.4 

30.4 

20.3 

25.8 

23.2 

Oregon 

10 

1 

1 

8 

9 

9 

11.2 

14.3 

4.3 

13.6 

13.6 

11.0 

Nevada 

6 

- 

1 

5 

5 

6 

6.7 

4.3 

8.5 

7.6 

7.3 

MISCELLANEOUS 

8 

- 

5 

3 

3 

8 

9.0 

21.7 

5.1 

4.5 

9.8 

CHI  SQUARE 

15.3 

1.7 

P 

0.05 

0.80 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

8 

4 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 

TABLE  91 


157 


Q-281  Hew  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to  for.. Being  close 
to  nature. .compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you  go.. 

10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 

TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 


ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

89 

7 

23 

59 

66 

82 

100.0 

7.9 

25.8 

66.3 

74.2 

92.1 

Much  better 

(5) 

11 

2 

9 

9 

11 

12.4 

- 

8.7 

15.3 

13.6 

13.4 

Slightly  better 

(4) 

11 

2 

4 

5 

7 

9 

12.4 

28.6 

17.4 

8.5 

10.6 

11.0 

About  the  same 

(3) 

52 

5 

12 

35 

40 

47 

58.4 

71.4 

52.2 

59.3 

60.6 

57.3 

Slightly  worse 

(2) 

9 

- 

3 

6 

6 

9 

10.1 

13.0 

10.2 

9.1 

11.0 

Much  worse 

(1) 

3 

- 

- 

3 

3 

3 

3.4 

- 

- 

5.1 

4.5 

3.7 

DK/NA 

(0) 

3 

- 

2 

1 

1 

3 

3.4 

8.7 

1.7 

1.5 

3.7 

MEAN 

3.21 

3.29 

3.24 

3.19 

3.20 

3.20 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.92 

0.45 

0.81 

0.99 

0.95 

0.95 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.10 

0.17 

0.18 

0.13 

0.12 

0.11 

T  TEST  (DF“  84  ) 

0.23 

0.17 

0.29 

0.17 

0.23 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.82 

0.87 

0.78 

0.87 

0.82 

CHI  SQUARE 

6.9 

0.3 

P 

0.55 

0.99 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

8 

4 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Canter  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.303  Do  you. .Hunt  big  game.. in  places  OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE 
COUNTY? 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

18 

2 

1 

15 

17 

16 

100.0 

11.1 

5.6 

83.3 

94.4 

88.9 

Yes 

16 

2 

1 

13 

15 

14 

88.9 

100.0 

100.0 

86.7 

88.2 

87.5 

No 

2 

- 

- 

2 

2 

2 

11.1 

- 

- 

13.3 

11.8 

12.5 

CHI  SQUARE 

0.5 

• 

P 

0.80 

0.95 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

2 

1 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.304  What  other  places  do  you  go  for. . .Hunting  big  game? 
(MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED). 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

16 

2 

1 

13 

15 

14 

100.0 

12.5 

6.3 

81.3 

93.8 

87.5 

Other  parts  of  Idaho 

16 

2 

1 

13 

15 

14 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Oregon 

3 

- 

- 

3 

3 

3 

18.8 

- 

23.1 

20.0 

21.4 

Other  state/location 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

6.3 

50.0 

- 

- 

6.7 

MISCELLANEOUS 

1 

- 

_ 

1 

1 

1 

6.3 

- 

7.7 

6.7 

7.1 

CHI  SQUARE 

7.1 

0.9 

P 

0.32 

0.82 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.309  How  do  the  areas  you  go  to  for. .Hunting  big  game. .compare  to 
these  OTHER  places  you  go.. 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

16 

2 

1 

13 

15 

14 

100.0 

12.5 

6.3 

81.3 

93.8 

87.5 

Much  better 

(5) 

4 

_ 

_ 

4 

4 

4 

25.0 

- 

- 

30.8 

26.7 

28.6 

Slightly  better 

(4) 

2 

1 

- 

1 

2 

1 

12.5 

50.0 

7.7 

13.3 

7.1 

About  the  same 

(3) 

8 

1 

1 

6 

7 

7 

50.0 

50.0 

100.0 

46.2 

46.7 

50.0 

DK/NA 

(0) 

2 

- 

- 

2 

2 

2 

12.5 

- 

- 

15.4 

13.3 

14.3 

MEAN 

3.71 

3.50 

3.00 

3.82 

3.77 

3.75 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.88 

0.50 

- 

0.94 

0.89 

0.92 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.24 

0.35 

- 

0.28 

0.25 

0.27 

T  TEST  (DF-  12  ) 

0.37 

0.83 

0.85 

0.83 

0.37 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.72 

0.42 

0.41 

0.42 

0.72 

CHI  SQUARE 

3.6 

0.3 

P 

0.47 

0.86 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

4 

2 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.310  Do  you. .Hunt  water  fowl.. in  places  OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE 
COUNTY? 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL  Only 

Only  Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor  sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS  6 

100.0 


Yes  4 

66.7 

No  2 

33.3 

CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


1  5 

16.7  83.3 


1  3 

100.0  60.0 

2 

40.0 


2 


5  6 

83.3  100.0 


3  4 

60.0  66.7 

2  2 

40.0  33.3 

0.1 

0.82 

1 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.311  What  other  places  do  you  go  for. . .Hunting  water  fowl? 
(MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED). 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

4 

1 

3 

3 

4 

100.0 

• 

25.0 

75.0 

75.0 

100.0 

Other  parts  of  Idaho 

3 

1 

2 

2 

3 

75.0 

- 

100.0 

66.7 

66.7 

75.0 

Miscellaneous 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

25.0 

- 

- 

33.3 

33.3 

25.0 

CHI  SQUARE 

- 

0.1 

P 

- 

0.81 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

2 

1 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 


TABLE  97 
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Q.316  How  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to  for.. Hunting 
water  fowl. .compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you  go.. 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

4 

1 

3 

3 

4 

100.0 

- 

25.0 

75.0 

75.0 

100.0 

Slightly  better 

(4) 

2 

_ 

1 

1 

1 

2 

50.0 

100.0 

33.3 

33.3 

50.0 

About  the  same 

(3) 

2 

- 

- 

2 

2 

2 

50.0 

- 

66.7 

66.7 

50.0 

MEAN 

3.50 

- 

4.00 

3.33 

3.33 

3.50 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.50 

- 

- 

0.47 

0.47 

0.50 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.25 

0.27 

0.27 

0.25 

CHI  SQUARE 

- 

0.2 

P 

- 

0.66 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

2 

1 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 

TABLE  98 
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Q.317  Do  you. .Hunt  upland  game.. In  places  OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE 
COUNTY? 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 

ITR  Saylor  sites  ITR  Saylor 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

Yes 

No 

CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


11-2 
100.0  -  18.2 


9-2 

81.8  -  100.0 

2  -  - 

18.2 


9  9  11 

81.8  81.8  100.0 

7  7  9 

77.8  77.8  81.8 

2  2  2 

22.2  22.2  18.2 

0.1 

0.82 

2  1 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.318  What  other  places  do  you  go  for. . .Hunting  upland  game? 

(MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED). 

10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 

ITR  Saylor  sites  ITR  Saylor 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS  9 

100.0 

Other  parts  of  Idaho  8 

88.9 

Oregon  1 

11.1 

MISCELLANEOUS  1 

11.1 


CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


2  7 

22.2  77.8 


2  6 
100.0  85.7 

1 

14.3 

1 

14.3 


7  9 

77.8  100.0 


6  8 

85.7  88.9 

1  1 

14.3  11.1 

1  1 

14.3  11.1 


0.1 

0.97 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 

TABLE  100 


166 


Q.323  How  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to  for.. Hunting 
upland  game .. compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you  go.. 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

9 

2 

7 

7 

9 

100.0 

“ 

22.2 

77.8 

77.8 

100.0 

Much  better 

(5) 

3 

_ 

_ 

3 

3 

3 

33.3 

- 

- 

42.9 

42.9 

33.3 

Slightly  better 

(4) 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

11.1 

14.3 

14.3 

11.1 

About  the  same 

(3) 

2 

- 

1 

1 

1 

2 

22.2 

- 

50.0 

14.3 

14.3 

22.2 

Slightly  worse 

(2) 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

11.1 

“ 

14.3 

14.3 

11.1 

DK/NA 

(0) 

2 

- 

1 

1 

1 

2 

22.2 

“ 

50.0 

14.3 

14.3 

22.2 

MEAN 

3.86 

— 

3.00 

4.00 

4.00 

3.86 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

1.12 

- 

- 

1.15 

1.15 

1.12 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.43 

- 

0.47 

0.47 

0.43 

CHI  SQUARE 

- 

0.3 

P 

- 

0.97 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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<2*324  Do  you. .Hunt. .in  places  OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE  COUNTY? 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL  Only 

Only  Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor  sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

20 

2 

3 

15 

17 

18 

100.0 

10.0 

15.0 

75.0 

85.0 

90.0 

Yes 

18 

2 

3 

13 

15 

16 

90.0 

100.0 

100.0 

86.7 

88.2 

88.9 

No 

2 

- 

- 

2 

2 

2 

10.0 

- 

- 

13.3 

11.8 

11.1 

CHI  SQUARE 

0.7 

— 

P 

0.69 

0.95 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

2 

1 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.325  What  other  places  do  you  go  for. • .Hunting?  (MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED) 


10  Yr.  V Is Its  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

18 

2 

3 

13 

15 

16 

100.0 

11.1 

16.7 

72.2 

83.3 

88.9 

Other  parts  of  Idaho 

16 

2 

2 

12 

14 

14 

88.9 

100.0 

66.7 

92.3 

93.3 

87.5 

Nevada 

3 

- 

1 

2 

2 

3 

16.7 

33.3 

15.4 

13.3 

18.8 

Oregon 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

5.6 

- 

7.7 

6.7 

6.3 

MISCELLANEOUS 

2 

. 

1 

1 

1 

2 

11.1 

33.3 

7.7 

6.7 

12.5 

CHI  SQUARE 

3.0 

0.4 

P 

0.81 

0.93 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 

TABLE  103 
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Q.330  How  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to 
for. .Hunting. .compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you  go.. 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

=  =  xsss  =  = 

All 

tssssss 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

18 

2 

3 

13 

15 

16 

100.0 

11.1 

16.7 

72.2 

83.3 

88.9 

Much  better 

(5) 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

5.6 

- 

33.3 

6.3 

Slightly  better 

(4) 

2 

- 

- 

2 

2 

2 

11.1 

15.4 

13.3 

12.5 

About  the  same 

(3) 

14 

2 

2 

10 

12 

12 

77.8 

100.0 

66.7 

76.9 

80.0 

75.0 

Slightly  worse 

(2) 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

5.6 

- 

7.7 

6.7 

6.3 

MEAN 

3.17 

3.00 

3.67 

3.08 

3.07 

3.19 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.60 

- 

0.94 

0.47 

0.44 

0.63 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.14 

0.54 

0.13 

0.11 

0.16 

T  TEST  (DF-  16  ) 

0.41 

1.79 

1.07 

1.79 

0.41 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.69 

0.09 

0.30 

0.09 

0.69 

CHI  SQUARE 

6.3 

1.0 

P 

0.39 

0.81 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.331  Do  you  ..Fish.. in  places  OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE  COUNTY? 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

ITR 

Only 

Saylor 

Both 

sites 

All 

ITR 

All 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

103 

9 

23 

71 

80 

94 

100.0 

8.7 

22.3 

68.9 

77.7 

91.3 

Yes 

86 

8 

17 

61 

69 

78 

83.5 

88.9 

73.9 

85.9 

86.3 

83.0 

No 

15 

1 

4 

10 

11 

14 

14.6 

11.1 

17.4 

14.1 

13.8 

14.9 

DK/NA 

2 

- 

2 

- 

- 

2 

CHI  SQUARE 

P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

1.9 

8.7 

7.5 

0.11 

4 

2.1 

1.8 

0.41 

2 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.332  What  other  places  do  you  go  for. .Fishing?  (MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED) 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

86 

8 

17 

61 

69 

78 

100.0 

9.3 

19.8 

70.9 

80.2 

90.7 

Other  parts  of  Idaho 

76 

6 

14 

56 

62 

70 

88.4 

75.0 

82.4 

91.8 

89.9 

89.7 

Other  state/location 

21 

1 

3 

17 

18 

20 

24.4 

12.5 

17.6 

27.9 

26.1 

25.6 

Oregon 

9 

1 

2 

6 

7 

8 

10.5 

12.5 

11.8 

9.8 

10.1 

10.3 

Nevada 

6 

_ 

2 

4 

4 

6 

7.0 

- 

11.8 

6.6 

5.8 

7.7 

MISCELLANEOUS 

10 

2 

1 

7 

9 

8 

11.6 

25.0 

5.9 

11.5 

13.0 

10.3 

D.K./N.A. 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1.2 

5.9 

- 

- 

1.3 

CHI  SQUARE 

8.6 

1.3 

P 

0.57 

0.93 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

10 

5 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.337  Hew  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to 
for. .Fishing. .compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you  go 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

86 

8 

17 

61 

69 

78 

100.0 

9.3 

19.8 

70.9 

80.2 

90.7 

Much  better 

(5) 

8 

_ 

4 

4 

4 

8 

9.3 

- 

23.5 

6.6 

5.8 

10.3 

Slightly  better 

(4) 

13 

1 

3 

9 

10 

12 

15.1 

12.5 

17.6 

14.8 

14.5 

15.4 

About  the  same 

(3) 

46 

4 

10 

32 

36 

42 

53.5 

50.0 

58.8 

52.5 

52.2 

53.8 

Slightly  worse 

(2) 

15 

3 

- 

12 

15 

12 

17.4 

37.5 

19.7 

21.7 

15.4 

Much  worse 

(1) 

2 

- 

- 

2 

2 

2 

2.3 

3.3 

2.9 

2.6 

DK/NA 

(0) 

2 

- 

- 

2 

2 

2 

2.3 

3.3 

2.9 

2.6 

MEAN 

3.12 

2.75 

3.65 

3.02 

2.99 

3.16 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.89 

0.66 

0.84 

0.87 

0.86 

0.90 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.10 

0.23 

0.20 

0.11 

0.10 

0.10 

T  TEST  (DF-  82  ) 

1.24 

2.86 

1.64 

2.86 

1.24 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.22 

0.01 

0.11 

0.01 

0.22 

CHI  SQUARE 

10.7 

1.8 

P 

0.22 

0.78 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

8 

4 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.338  Do  you.  .Boat  In  a  raft/canoe/lcaya)c.  .in  places  OUTSIDE  OF 
OWYHEE  COUNTY? 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

13 

3 

4 

6 

9 

10 

100.0 

23.1 

30.8 

46.2 

69.2 

76.9 

Yes 

11 

3 

4 

4 

7 

8 

84.6 

100.0 

100.0 

66.7 

77.8 

80.0 

No 

1 

- 

_ 

1 

1 

1 

7.7 

16.7 

11.1 

10.0 

DK/NA 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

1 

7.7 

- 

- 

16.7 

11.1 

10.0 

CHI  SQUARE 

2.8 

P 

0.60 

0.99 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

4 

2 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.339  What  other  places  do  you  go  for. . .Boating  In  a 
raft/ canoe/ kayak?  (MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED). 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

ITR 

Only 

Saylor 

Both 

sites 

All 

ITR 

All 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

11 

3 

4 

4 

7 

8 

100.0 

27.3 

36.4 

36.4 

63.6 

72.7 

Other  parts  of  Idaho 

10 

3 

3 

4 

7 

7 

90.9 

100.0 

75.0 

100.0 

100.0 

87.5 

Other  state/location 

2 

1 

1 

- 

1 

1 

18.2 

33.3 

25.0 

14.3 

12.5 

Oregon 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

9.1 

- 

25.0 

“ 

- 

12.5 

MISCELLANEOUS 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

CHI  SQUARE 

P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

9.1 

33.3 

5.0 

0.54 

6 

14.3 

2.0 

0.57 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.344  How  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to  for.. Boating  in 
a  raft/canoe/kayak, .compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you  go.. 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

11 

3 

4 

4 

7 

8 

100.0 

27.3 

36.4 

36.4 

63.6 

72.7 

Much  better 

(5) 

4 

_ 

2 

2 

2 

4 

36.4 

- 

50.0 

50.0 

28.6 

50.0 

Slightly  better 

(4) 

4 

2 

2 

_ 

2 

2 

36.4 

66.7 

50.0 

- 

28.6 

25.0 

About  the  same 

(3) 

2 

1 

- 

1 

2 

1 

18.2 

33.3 

- 

25.0 

28.6 

12.5 

Slightly  worse 

(2) 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

9.1 

25.0 

14.3 

12.5 

MEAN 

4.00 

3.67 

4.50 

3.75 

3.71 

4.13 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.95 

0.47 

0.50 

1.30 

1.03 

1.05 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.29 

0.27 

0.25 

0.65 

0.39 

0.37 

T  TEST  (DF-  9  ) 

0.71 

1.41 

0.69 

1.41 

0.71 

P  (TOO  TAILED) 

0.50 

0.19 

0.51 

0.19 

0.50 

CHI  SQUARE 

6.9 

0.9 

P 

0.33 

0.82 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.345  Do  you. .Boat. .in  places  OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE  COUNTY? 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

====== 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

11 

1 

4 

6 

7 

10 

100.0 

9.1 

36.4 

54.5 

63.6 

90.9 

Yes 

7 

1 

3 

3 

4 

6 

63.6 

100.0 

75.0 

50.0 

57.1 

60.0 

No 

3 

- 

1 

2 

2 

3 

27.3 

- 

25.0 

33.3 

28.6 

30.0 

DK/NA 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

9.1 

- 

16.7 

14.3 

10.0 

CHI  SQUARE 

1.7 

0.1 

P 

0.80 

0.96 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

4 

2 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.346  What  other  places 

do  you  go 

for. . 

.Boating? 

(MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED) 

10 

Yr.  visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All  All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

7 

1 

3 

3 

4 

6 

100.0 

14.3 

42.9 

42.9 

57.1 

85.7 

Other  parts  of  Idaho 

6 

1 

3 

2 

3 

5 

85.7 

100.0 

100.0 

66.7 

75.0 

83.3 

Oregon 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

14.3 

100.0 

- 

25.0 

Other  state/location 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

14.3 

- 

33.3 

16.7 

MISCELLANEOUS 

1 

- 

• 

1 

1 

1 

14.3 

- 

- 

33.3 

25.0 

16.7 

CHI  SQUARE 

6.9 

2.2 

P 

0.33 

0.53 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.351  Haw  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to 
for. .Boating. .compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you  go 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

1 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

7 

1 

3 

3 

4 

6 

100.0 

14.3 

42.9 

42.9 

57.1 

85.7 

Much  better 

(5) 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

14.3 

33.3 

16.7 

About  the  same 

(3) 

4 

1 

1 

2 

3 

3 

• 

57.1 

100.0 

33.3 

66.7 

75.0 

50.0 

Slightly  worse 

(2) 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

14.3 

- 

33.3 

25.0 

16.7 

DK/NA 

(0) 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

14.3 

- 

33.3 

- 

- 

16.7 

MEAN 

3.17 

3.00 

4.00 

2.67 

2.75 

3.20 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.90 

- 

1.00 

0.47 

0.43 

0.98 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.37 

- 

0.71 

0.27 

0.22 

0.44 

T  TEST  (DF=  4  ) 

0.19 

2.31 

1.64 

2.31 

0.19 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.86 

0.08 

0.18 

0.08 

0.86 

CHI  SQUARE 

3.2 

0.9 

P 

0.52 

0.64 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

4 

2 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.352  Do  you. .Car  Camp.. in  places  OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE  COUNTY? 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

33 

4 

5 

24 

28 

29 

100.0 

12.1 

15.2 

72.7 

84.8 

87.9 

Yes 

29 

4 

5 

20 

24 

25 

87.9 

100.0 

100.0 

83.3 

85.7 

86.2 

No 

4 

— 

— 

4 

4 

4 

12.1 

- 

- 

16.7 

14.3 

13.8 

CHI  SQUARE 

1.7 

- 

P 

0.43 

0.96 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

2 

1 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.353  What  other  places  do  you  go  for.. Car  Camping?  (MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED). 


10  Yr 

.  Visits 

10  Yr.  Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

29 

4 

5 

20 

24 

25 

100.0 

13.8 

17.2 

69.0 

82.8 

86.2 

Other  parts  of  Idaho 

22 

2 

4 

16 

18 

20 

75.9 

50.0 

80.0 

80.0 

75.0 

80.0 

Other  state/location 

12 

2 

2 

8 

10 

10 

41.4 

50.0 

40.0 

40.0 

41.7 

40.0 

Oregon 

6 

2 

2 

2 

4 

4 

20.7 

50.0 

40.0 

10.0 

16.7 

16.0 

Nevada 

4 

1 

- 

3 

4 

3 

13.8 

25.0 

- 

15.0 

16.7 

12.0 

MISCELLANEOUS 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

3.4 

25.0 

~ 

4.2 

- 

CHI  SQUARE 

9.3 

1.2 

P 

0.32 

0.87 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

8 

4 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.358  Hew  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to  for.. Car 
camping .. compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you  go.. 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

29 

4 

5 

20 

24 

25 

100.0 

13.8 

17.2 

69.0 

82.8 

86.2 

Much  better 

(5) 

4 

1 

1 

2 

3 

3 

13.8 

25.0 

20.0 

10.0 

12.5 

12.0 

Slightly  better 

(4) 

4 

1 

- 

3 

4 

3 

13.8 

25.0 

15.0 

16.7 

12.0 

About  the  same 

(3) 

18 

2 

2 

14 

16 

16 

62.1 

50.0 

40.0 

70.0 

66.7 

64.0 

Slightly  worse 

(2) 

2 

- 

1 

1 

1 

2 

6.9 

20.0 

5.0 

4.2 

8.0 

DK/NA 

(0) 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

3.4 

20.0 

- 

4.0 

MEAN 

3.36 

3.75 

3.25 

3.30 

3.38 

3.29 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.81 

0.83 

1.09 

0.71 

0.75 

0.79 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.15 

0.41 

0.54 

0.16 

0.15 

0.16 

T  TEST  (DF«  26  ) 

1.07 

0.29 

0.60 

0.29 

1.07 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.30 

0.77 

0.56 

0.77 

0.30 

CHI  SQUARE 

4.4 

0.5 

P 

0.63 

0.92 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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<2*359  Do  you.  .BacIcpacJc.  .in  places  OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE  COUNTY? 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 

ITR  Saylor  sites  ITR  Saylor 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS  9 

100.0 

Yes  6 

88.9 

No  1 

11.1 

CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


2  7 

22.2  77.8 


2  6 
100.0  85.7 

1 

14.3 


2 


7  9 

77.8  100.0 


6  8 

85.7  88.9 

1  1 

14.3  11.1 


0.85 

1 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.360  What  other  places  do  you  go  for. .Backpacking?  (MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED) 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 

ITR  Saylor  sites  ITR  Saylor 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS  8 

100.0 

Other  parts  of  Idaho  6 

75.0 

Other  state/location  3 

37.5 

Oregon  2 

25.0 

MISCELLANEOUS  1 

12.5 

D.K./N.A.  1 

12.5 


CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


2 

25.0 


1 

50.0 

1 

50.0 

1 

50.0 

1 

50.0 


6  6  8 

75.0  75.0  100.0 

5  5  6 

83.3  83.3  75.0 

2  2  3 

33.3  33.3  37.5 

112 
16.7  16.7  25.0 

1 

12.5 

111 
16.7  16.7  12.5 


0.9 

0.92 

8  4 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 

TABLE  118 


184 


Q.365  How  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to 
for. .Backpacking. .compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you  go.. 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

8 

2 

6 

6 

8 

100.0 

25.0 

75.0 

75.0 

100.0 

Much  better 

(5) 

2 

_ 

_ 

2 

2 

2 

25.0 

- 

- 

33.3 

33.3 

25.0 

About  the  same 

(3) 

5 

- 

2 

3 

3 

5 

62.5 

- 

100.0 

50.0 

50.0 

62.5 

Slightly  worse 

(2) 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

12.5 

- 

16.7 

16.7 

12.5 

MEAN 

3.38 

- 

3.00 

3.50 

3.50 

3.38 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.99 

- 

- 

1.12 

1.12 

0.99 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.35 

- 

0.46 

0.46 

0.35 

CHI  SQUARE 

- 

0.2 

P 

- 

0.90 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

4 

2 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.366  Do  you. .Hike. .in  places  OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE  COUNTY? 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

79 

5 

25 

49 

54 

74 

100.0 

6.3 

31.6 

62.0 

68.4 

93.7 

Yes 

69 

5 

22 

42 

47 

64 

87.3 

100.0 

88.0 

85.7 

87.0 

86.5 

No 

8 

- 

2 

6 

6 

8 

10.1 

- 

8.0 

12.2 

11.1 

10.8 

DK/NA 

2 

• 

1 

1 

1 

2 

2.5 

“ 

4.0 

2.0 

1.9 

2.7 

CHI  SQUARE 

1.3 

0.1 

P 

0.86 

0.95 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

4 

2 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.367  What  other  places  do  you  go  for. .Hiking?  (Multiple  response 
allowed ) . 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

69 

5 

22 

42 

47 

64 

100.0 

7.2 

31.9 

60.9 

68.1 

92.8 

Other  parts  of  Idaho 

61 

4 

18 

39 

43 

57 

88.4 

80.0 

81.8 

92.9 

91.5 

89.1 

Other  state/location 

15 

1 

7 

7 

8 

14 

21.7 

20.0 

31.8 

16.7 

17.0 

21.9 

Oregon 

12 

2 

4 

6 

8 

10 

17.4 

40.0 

18.2 

14.3 

17.0 

15.6 

Nevada 

6 

1 

_ 

5 

6 

5 

8.7 

20.0 

- 

11.9 

12.8 

7.8 

MISCELLANEOUS 

6 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

8.7 

20.0 

9.1 

7.1 

8.5 

7.8 

D.K./N.A. 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

1 

1.4 

- 

2.4 

2.1 

1.6 

CHI  SQUARE 

7.3 

1.1 

P 

0.69 

0.96 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

10 

5 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.372  Hew  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to 
for. .Hiking. .compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you  go.. 


TOTAL 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS  69 

100.0 


Much  better 

(5) 

7 

10.1 

Slightly  better 

(4) 

11 

15.9 

About  the  same 

(3) 

37 

53.6 

Slightly  worse 

(2) 

7 

10.1 

DK/NA 

(0) 

7 

10.1 

MEAN 

3.29 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.81 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.10 

T  TEST  (DF-  60  ) 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

5 

22 

42 

47 

64 

7.2 

31.9 

60.9 

68.1 

92.8 

2 

5 

5 

7 

9.1 

11.9 

10.6 

10.9 

- 

4 

7 

7 

11 

- 

18.2 

16.7 

14.9 

17.2 

5 

10 

22 

27 

32 

100.0 

45.5 

52.4 

57.4 

50.0 

- 

4 

3 

3 

7 

18.2 

7.1 

6.4 

10.9 

- 

2 

5 

5 

7 

- 

9.1 

11.9 

10.6 

10.9 

3.00 

3.20 

3.38 

3.33 

3.32 

- 

0.87 

0.82 

0.78 

0.84 

0.19 

0.13 

0.12 

0.11 

0.83 

0.61 

1.05 

0.61 

0.83 

0.41 

0.55 

0.30 

0.55 

0.41 

5.6 

1.0 

0.46 

0.80 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.373  Do  you.. Rock  collect.. in  places  OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE  COUNTY? 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 

ITR  Saylor  sites  ITR  Saylor 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

Yes 

No 

DK/NA 

CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


15  1  8 

100.0  6.7  53.3 


10  1  5 

66.7  100.0  62.5 

4-2 

26.7  -  25.0 

1-1 

6.7  -  12.5 


6  7  14 

40.0  46.7  93.3 


4  5  9 

66.7  71.4  64.3 

2  2  4 

33.3  28.6  28.6 

1 

7.1 

1.4  0.5 

0.84  0.77 

4  2 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.374  What  other  places  do  you  go  for.. Roc*  collecting?  (MULTIPLE  ANSWERS 
ALLOWED). 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL  Only 

Only  Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor  sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 


Other  parts  of  Idaho 

Oregon 

Nevada 


other  state/location 

MISCELLANEOUS 


CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


10  1  5 

100.0  10.0  50.0 


9-5 
90.0  -  100.0 

3-1 
30.0  -  20.0 

3  -  - 

30.0 

3-1 
30.0  -  20.0 

11- 

10.0  100.0 


4 

40.0 


4 

100.0 

2 

50.0 

3 

75.0 

2 

50.0 


5  9 

50.0  90.0 


4  9 

80.0  100.0 

2  3 

40.0  33.3 

3  3 

60.0  33.3 

2  3 

40.0  33.3 

1 

20.0 


22.2  2.2 

0.70 

8  4 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.379  Hew  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to  for..Rocfc 
collecting. .compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you  go.. 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

10 

1 

5 

4 

5 

9 

100.0 

10.0 

50.0 

40.0 

50.0 

90.0 

Much  better 

(5) 

2 

1 

1 

1 

2 

20.0 

- 

20.0 

25.0 

20.0 

22.2 

Slightly  better 

(4) 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

10.0 

- 

20.0 

- 

11.1 

About  the  same 

(3) 

6 

- 

3 

3 

3 

6 

60.0 

60.0 

75.0 

60.0 

66.7 

DK/NA 

(0) 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

10.0 

100.0 

* 

20.0 

— 

MEAN 

3.56 

- 

3.60 

3.50 

3.50 

3.56 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.83 

- 

0.80 

0.87 

0.87 

0.83 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.28 

- 

0.36 

0.43 

0.43 

0.28 

CHI  SQUARE 

- 

0.5 

P 

- 

0.79 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

4 

2 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 

TABLE  125 


191 


Q.380  Do  you  do  any.. Off  -  highway  driving. .OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE 
COUNTY? 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

9 

2 

2 

5 

7 

7 

100.0 

22.2 

22.2 

55.6 

77.8 

77.8 

Yes 

7 

2 

1 

4 

6 

5 

77.8 

100.0 

50.0 

80.0 

85.7 

71.4 

No 

1 

- 

1 

— 

- 

1 

11.1 

- 

50.0 

- 

- 

14.3 

DK/NA 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

11.1 

- 

20.0 

14.3 

14.3 

CHI  SQUARE 

4.6 

1.1 

P 

0.33 

0.58 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

4 

2 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.381  What  other  places  do  you  go  for. .Off-highway  driving? 
(MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED). 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 

ITR  Saylor  sites  ITR  Saylor 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

Other  parts  of  Idaho 

Other  state /location 

MISCELLANEOUS 

D.K./N.A. 

CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


7  2  1 

100.0  28.6  14.3 


5  11 

71.4  50.0  100.0 

2  1- 

28.6  50.0 

1  -  - 

14.3 

11- 
14.3  50.0 


4  6  5 

57.1  05.7  71.4 

3  4  4 

75.0  66.7  80.0 

12  1 

25.0  33.3  20.0 

111 
25.0  16.7  20.0 

1 

16.7 

3.8  1.1 

0.70  0.78 

6  3 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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<2*386  Hew  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to  for.. Off  - 
highway  driving. .compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you  go? 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

7 

2 

1 

4 

6 

5 

100.0 

28.6 

14.3 

57.1 

85.7 

71.4 

Much  better 

(5) 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

. 

1 

14.3 

- 

100.0 

- 

- 

20.0 

Slightly  better 

(4) 

3 

1 

- 

2 

3 

2 

42.9 

50.0 

- 

50.0 

50.0 

40.0 

About  the  same 

(3) 

2 

- 

- 

2 

2 

2 

28.6 

- 

- 

50.0 

33.3 

40.0 

DK/NA 

(0) 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

14.3 

50.0 

- 

- 

16.7 

- 

MEAN 

3.83 

4.00 

5.00 

3.50 

3.60 

3.80 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.69 

- 

- 

0.50 

0.49 

0.75 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.28 

- 

0.25 

0.22 

0.33 

T  TEST  ( DF=  4  ) 

0.24 

2.61 

2.31 

2.61 

0.24 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.82 

0.06 

0.08 

0.06 

0.82 

CHI  SQUARE 

7.0 

1.2 

P 

0.14 

0.55 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

4 

2 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  state  University 
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Q.387  Do  you. .View  wildlife. . In  PLACES  OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE 
COUNTY? 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

15 

2 

13 

13 

15 

100.0 

— 

13.3 

86.7 

86.7 

100.0 

Yes 

13 

_ 

2 

11 

11 

13 

06.7 

- 

100.0 

84.6 

84.6 

86.7 

No 

2 

_ 

- 

2 

2 

2 

13.3 

- 

15.4 

15.4 

13.3 

CHI  SQUARE 

- 

- 

P 

- 

0.88 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

2 

1 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.388  What  other  places  do  you  go  for. .Wildlife  viewing?  (MULTIPLE  ANSWERS 
ALLOWED). 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

13 

2 

11 

11 

13 

100.0 

” 

15.4 

84.6 

84.6 

100.0 

Other  parts  of  Idaho 

11 

2 

9 

9 

11 

84.6 

100.0 

81.8 

81.8 

84.6 

Oregon 

4 

• 

2 

2 

2 

4 

30.8 

- 

100.0 

18.2 

18.2 

30.8 

Other  state/location 

4 

- 

2 

2 

2 

4 

30.8 

- 

100.0 

18.2 

18.2 

30.8 

Nevada 

1 

_ 

1 

— 

_ 

1 

7.7 

- 

50.0 

- 

- 

7.7 

MISCELLANEOUS 

2 

- 

1 

1 

1 

2 

15.4 

- 

50.0 

9.1 

9.1 

15.4 

CHI  SQUARE 

- 

1.1 

P 

- 

0.89 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

8 

4 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.393  Hew  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to  for. .Wildlife 
viewing. .compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you  go.. 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

33 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

13 

2 

11 

11 

13 

100.0 

15.4 

84.6 

84.6 

100.0 

Much  better 

(5) 

3 

_ 

_ 

3 

3 

3 

23.1 

- 

27.3 

27.3 

23.1 

Slightly  better 

(4) 

3 

- 

1 

2 

2 

3 

23.1 

50.0 

18.2 

18.2 

23.1 

About  the  same 

(3) 

6 

- 

1 

5 

5 

6 

46.2 

- 

50.0 

45.5 

45.5 

46.2 

Much  worse 

(1) 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

7.7 

- 

9.1 

9.1 

7.7 

MEAN 

3.54 

- 

3.50 

3.55 

3.55 

3.54 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

1.08 

- 

0.50 

1.16 

1.16 

1.08 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.30 

- 

0.35 

0.35 

0.35 

0.30 

CHI  SQUARE 

- 

0.1 

P 

- 

0.99 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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10  Yr.  Visits 


Q.394  Do  you  go. .Sightseeing. .in  places  OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE 
COUNTY? 

10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 


ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

79 

8 

24 

47 

55 

71 

100.0 

10.1 

30.4 

59.5 

69.6 

89.9 

Yes 

71 

7 

22 

42 

49 

64 

89.9 

87.5 

91.7 

89.4 

89.1 

90.1 

No 

6 

1 

1 

4 

5 

5 

7.6 

12.5 

4.2 

8.5 

9.1 

7.0 

DK/NA 

2 

- 

1 

1 

1 

2 

m 

• 

CM 

- 

4.2 

2.1 

1.8 

2.8 

CHI  SQUARE 

1.2 

0.3 

P 

0.88 

0.86 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

4 

2 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.395  What  other  places  do  you  go  for. .Sightseeing?  (MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED) 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

71 

7 

22 

42 

49 

64 

100.0 

9.9 

31.0 

59.2 

69.0 

90.1 

Other  parts  of  Idaho 

62 

6 

20 

36 

42 

56 

87.3 

85.7 

90.9 

85.7 

85.7 

87.5 

Other  state/location 

24 

2 

9 

13 

15 

22 

33.8 

28.6 

40.9 

31.0 

30.6 

34.4 

Oregon 

14 

1 

8 

5 

6 

13 

19.7 

14.3 

36.4 

11.9 

12.2 

20.3 

Nevada 

10 

1 

6 

3 

4 

9 

14.1 

14.3 

27.3 

7.1 

8.2 

14.1 

MISCELLANEOUS 

7 

1 

6 

- 

1 

6 

9.9 

14.3 

27.3 

2.0 

9.4 

CHI  SQUARE 

12.4 

3.3 

P 

0.13 

0.52 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

8 

4 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.400  How  do  the  areas  In  Owyhee  County  you  go  to 
for. .Sightseeing. .compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you  go.. 

10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 


ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

71 

7 

22 

42 

49 

64 

100.0 

9.9 

31.0 

59.2 

69.0 

90.1 

Much  better 

(5) 

5 

_ 

3 

2 

2 

5 

7.0 

- 

13.6 

4.8 

4.1 

7.8 

Slightly  better 

(4) 

6 

1 

3 

4 

5 

7 

11.3 

14.3 

13.6 

9.5 

10.2 

10.9 

About  the  same 

(3) 

43 

5 

13 

25 

30 

38 

60.6 

71.4 

59.1 

59.5 

61.2 

59.4 

Slightly  worse 

(2) 

10 

1 

2 

7 

8 

9 

14.1 

14.3 

9.1 

16.7 

16.3 

14.1 

Much  worse 

(1) 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

1.4 

2.4 

2.0 

1.6 

DK/NA 

(0) 

4 

- 

1 

3 

3 

4 

5.6 

4.5 

7.1 

6.1 

6.3 

MEAN 

3.09 

3.00 

3.33 

2.97 

2.98 

3.10 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.79 

0.53 

0.84 

0.77 

0.74 

0.81 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.10 

0.20 

0.18 

0.12 

0.11 

0.10 

T  TEST  (DF«  65  ) 

0.32 

1.75 

1.44 

1.75 

0.32 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.75 

0.08 

0.16 

0.08 

0.75 

CHI  SQUARE 

3.8 

0.8 

P 

0.88 

0.94 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

8 

4 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.401  Do  you  do  any. .Photography. .in  places  OUTSIDE  OF  CWYHEE 
COUNTY? 

10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 

ITR  Saylor  sites  ITR  Saylor 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS  12 

100.0 

Yes  g 

75.0 

No  3 

25.0 

CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


3  9 

25.0  75.0 


3  6 

100.0  66.7 

3 

33.3 


2 


9  12 

75.0  100.0 


6  9 

66.7  75.0 

3  3 

33.3  25.0 

0.2 

0.68 

1 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.402  What  other  places  do  you  go  for .. Photography?  (MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED) 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 

ITR  Saylor  sites  ITR  Saylor 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 


Other  parts  of  Idaho 

Other  state/ location 


Oregon 

Nevada 


MISCELLANEOUS 


CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


9-3 
100.0  -  33.3 


8-3 
88.9  -  100.0 

4-3 
44.4  -  100.0 

3-2 
33.3  -  66.7 

1-1 
11.1  -  33.3 

1-1 
11.1  -  33.3 


6  6  9 

66.7  66.7  100.0 

5  5  8 

83.3  83.3  88.9 

114 

16.7  16.7  44.4 

113 

16.7  16.7  33.3 


1 

11.1 

1 

11.1 

1.6 

0.81 

8  4 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.407  Hew  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to 
for. .Photography. .compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you  go.. 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

9 

3 

6 

6 

9 

100.0 

33.3 

66.7 

66.7 

100.0 

Much  better 

(5) 

3 

_ 

2 

1 

1 

3 

33.3 

66.7 

16.7 

16.7 

33.3 

Slightly  better 

(4) 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

11.1 

- 

16.7 

16.7 

11.1 

About  the  same 

(3) 

4 

- 

1 

3 

3 

4 

44.4 

33.3 

50.0 

50.0 

44.4 

Much  worse 

(1) 

1 

_ 

- 

1 

1 

1 

11.1 

- 

16.7 

16.7 

11.1 

MEAN 

3.56 

- 

4.33 

3.17 

3.17 

3.56 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

1.26 

- 

0.94 

1.21 

1.21 

1.26 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.42 

0.54 

0.50 

0.50 

0.42 

CHI  SQUARE 

- 

0.6 

P 

- 

0.90 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.408  Do  you. .Snowmobile. .in  places  OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE  COUNTY? 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 

ITR  Saylor  sites  ITR  Saylor 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS  4 

100.0 

Yes  3 

75.0 

No  1 

25.0 

CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


4  4  4 

100.0  100.0  100.0 

3  3  3 

75.0  75.0  75.0 

111 
25.0  25.0  25.0 

1.00 

2  1 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.409  What  other  places  do  you  go  for. .Snowmobiling? (MULTIPLE  ANSWERS  ALLOWED). 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 

ITR  Saylor  sites  ITR  Saylor 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS  3 

100.0 


Other  parts  of  Idaho  2 

66.7 

Nevada  1 

33.3 

CHI  SQUARE 
P 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 


3  3  3 

100.0  100.0  100.0 

2  2  2 

66.7  66.7  66.7 

111 
33.3  33.3  33.3 

1.00 

2  1 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Canter  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.414  Hew  do  the  areas  in  Owyhee  County  you  go  to 
for. .Sncwmobi ling. .compare  to  these  OTHER  places  you  go 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

SI 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

3 

3 

3 

3 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Slightly  better 

(4) 

1 

_ 

1 

1 

1 

33.3 

- 

- 

33.3 

33.3 

33.3 

About  the  same 

(3) 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

1 

33.3 

- 

- 

33.3 

33.3 

33.3 

DK/NA 

(0) 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

33.3 

- 

33.3 

33.3 

33.3 

MEAN 

3.50 

_ 

- 

3.50 

3.50 

3.50 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.50 

- 

- 

0.50 

0.50 

0.50 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.35 

- 

- 

0.35 

0.35 

0.35 

CHI  SQUARE 

- 

- 

P 

- 

1.00 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

2 

1 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.415  Do  you.. Cross  country  ski.. in  places  OUTSIDE  OF  OWYHEE 
COUNTY? 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 

ITR  Saylor  sites  ITR  Saylor 


ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS  1 

100.0 


No  1 

100.0 


111 

100.0  100.0  100.0 

111 

100.0  100.0  100.0 


SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.423  How  much  of  a  problem  waa. .Unavailability  of  toilet 
facilities. .during  your  visits  to  this  part  of  Idaho.. 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

200 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

100.0 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

Much 

(4) 

12 

_ 

3 

9 

9 

12 

6.0 

4.5 

7.8 

6.8 

6.6 

Some 

(3) 

49 

3 

17 

29 

32 

46 

24.5 

16.7 

25.4 

25.2 

24.1 

25.3 

Little 

(2) 

30 

2 

8 

20 

22 

28 

15.0 

11.1 

11.9 

17.4 

16.5 

15.4 

None  at  all 

(1) 

105 

12 

39 

54 

66 

93 

52.5 

66.7 

58.2 

47.0 

49.6 

51.1 

DK/NA 

(0) 

4 

1 

- 

3 

4 

3 

2.0 

5.6 

“ 

2.6 

3.0 

1.6 

MEAN 

1.84 

1.47 

1.76 

1.94 

1.88 

1.87 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

1.00 

0.78 

0.98 

1.03 

1.01 

1.01 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.07 

0.19 

0.12 

0.10 

0.09 

0.08 

T  TEST  (DF-  194  ) 

1.59 

0.76 

1.64 

0.76 

1.59 

P  (TWO  TAILED ) 

0.11 

0.45 

0.10 

0.45 

0.11 

CHI  SQUARE 

5.3 

0.1 

P 

0.50 

0.99 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

8urvey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.424  Haw  much  of  a  problem  was.. Too  much  livestock.,  during  your 
visits  to  this  part  of  Idaho. . 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

200 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

100.0 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

Much 

(4) 

18 

_ 

7 

11 

11 

18 

9.0 

10.4 

9.6 

8.3 

9.9 

Seme 

(3) 

24 

- 

8 

16 

16 

24 

12.0 

11.9 

13.9 

12.0 

13.2 

Little 

(2) 

21 

3 

12 

6 

9 

18 

10.5 

16.7 

17.9 

5.2 

6.8 

9.9 

None  at  all 

(1) 

135 

14 

40 

81 

95 

121 

67.5 

77.8 

59.7 

70.4 

71.4 

66.5 

DK/NA 

(0) 

2 

1 

- 

1 

2 

1 

1.0 

5.6 

0.9 

1.5 

0.5 

MEAN 

1.62 

1.18 

1.73 

1.62 

1.56 

1.66 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

1.01 

0.38 

1.03 

1.05 

1.00 

1.04 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.07 

0.09 

0.13 

0.10 

0.09 

0.08 

T  TEST  (DFa  196  ) 

1.91 

1.10 

0.03 

1.10 

1.91 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.06 

0.27 

0.98 

0.27 

0.06 

CHI  SQUARE 

12.7 

1.4 

P 

0.05 

0.70 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.425  Hew  much  of  a  problem  was.. Too  many  other  visitors. .during 
your  visits  to  this  part  of  Idaho.. 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 


ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

200 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

100.0 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

Much 

(4) 

12 

1 

4 

7 

8 

11 

6.0 

5.6 

6.0 

6.1 

6.0 

6.0 

Some 

(3) 

13 

_ 

3 

10 

10 

13 

6.5 

- 

4.5 

8.7 

7.5 

7.1 

Little 

(2) 

46 

6 

14 

26 

32 

40 

23.0 

33.3 

20.9 

22.6 

24.1 

22.0 

None  at  all 

(1) 

127 

11 

45 

71 

82 

116 

63.5 

61.1 

67.2 

61.7 

61.7 

63.7 

DK/NA 

(0) 

2 

- 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1.0 

1.5 

0.9 

0.8 

1.1 

MEAN 

1.55 

1.50 

1.48 

1.59 

1.58 

1.55 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.86 

0.76 

0.84 

0.89 

0.87 

0.87 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.06 

0.18 

0.10 

0.08 

0.08 

0.06 

T  TEST  ( DF=  196  ) 

0.23 

0.70 

0.81 

0.70 

0.23 

P  (TOO  TAILED) 

0.81 

0.48 

0.42 

0.48 

0.81 

CHI  SQUARE 

3.6 

0.2 

P 

0.73 

0.98 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.426  Hew  much  of  a  problem  was. .Airplanes  flying  overhead. .during 
your  visits  to  this  part  of  Idaho.. 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 

Only 

ITR 

Only 

Saylor 

Both 

sites 

All 

ITR 

All 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

200 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

100.0 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

Much 

(4) 

12 

_ 

3 

9 

9 

12 

6.0 

- 

4.5 

7.8 

6.8 

6.6 

Same 

(3) 

28 

- 

8 

20 

20 

28 

14.0 

- 

11.9 

17.4 

15.0 

15.4 

Little 

(2) 

27 

3 

7 

17 

20 

24 

13.5 

16.7 

10.4 

14.8 

15.0 

13.2 

None  at  all 

(1) 

127 

14 

47 

66 

80 

113 

63.5 

77.8 

70.1 

57.4 

60.2 

62.1 

DK/NA 

(0) 

6 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

3.0 

5.6 

3.0 

2.6 

3.0 

2.7 

MEAN 

1.61 

1.18 

1.49 

1.75 

1.67 

1.66 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.95 

0.38 

0.88 

1.01 

0.97 

0.97 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.07 

0.09 

0.11 

0.10 

0.09 

0.07 

T  TEST  ( DF*  192  ) 

2.01 

1.27 

2.38 

1.27 

2.01 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.05 

0.21 

0.02 

0.21 

0.05 

CHI  SQUARE 

8.2 

0.2 

P 

0.22 

0.97 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.427  How  much  of  a  problem  was.. Not  enough  water  for  enjoyable 
boating. .during  your  visits  to  this  part  of  Idaho.. 

10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 


ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

200 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

100.0 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

Much 

(4) 

17 

5 

12 

12 

17 

8.5 

7.5 

10.4 

9.0 

9.3 

Same 

(3) 

23 

- 

4 

19 

19 

23 

11.5 

6.0 

16.5 

14.3 

12.6 

Little 

(2) 

21 

2 

4 

15 

17 

19 

10.5 

11.1 

6.0 

13.0 

12.8 

10.4 

None  at  all 

(1) 

125 

16 

49 

60 

76 

109 

62.5 

88.9 

73.1 

52.2 

57.1 

59.9 

DK/NA 

(0) 

14 

- 

5 

9 

9 

14 

7.0 

- 

7.5 

7.8 

6.8 

7.7 

MEAN 

1.63 

1.11 

1.44 

1.84 

1.73 

1.69 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

1.01 

0.31 

0.93 

1.08 

1.04 

1.05 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.07 

0.07 

0.12 

0.11 

0.09 

0.08 

T  TEST  (DF-  184  ) 

2.33 

1.91 

3.27 

1.91 

2.33 

P  (WO  TAILED) 

0.02 

0.06 

0.06 

0.02 

CHI  SQUARE 

15.3 

0.6 

P 

0.02 

0.89 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.428  Hew  much  of  a  problem  was.. Unsafe  water  for  drinking  or 
cooking.. to  this  part  of  Idaho.. 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


a 

TOTAL 

Only 

ITR 

Only 

Saylor 

Both 

sites 

All 

ITR 

All 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

200 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

100.0 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

Much 

(4) 

16 

_ 

5 

11 

11 

16 

8.0 

7.5 

9.6 

8.3 

8.8 

Same 

(3) 

18 

- 

5 

13 

13 

18 

9.0 

7.5 

11.3 

9.8 

9.9 

Little 

(2) 

20 

2 

9 

9 

11 

18 

10.0 

11.1 

13.4 

7.8 

8.3 

9.9 

None  at  all 

(1) 

138 

14 

46 

78 

92 

124 

69.0 

77.8 

68.7 

67.8 

69.2 

68.1 

DK/NA 

(0) 

8 

2 

2 

4 

6 

6 

4.0 

11.1 

3.0 

3.5 

4.5 

3.3 

MEAN 

1.54 

1.13 

1.52 

1.61 

1.55 

1.58 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.97 

0.33 

0.93 

1.03 

0.99 

1.00 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.07 

0.08 

0.12 

0.10 

0.09 

0.08 

T  TEST  (DF«  190  ) 

1.81 

0.19 

1.19 

0.19 

1.81 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.07 

0.85 

0.23 

0.85 

0.07 

CHI  SQUARE 

6.0 

0.2 

P 

0.42 

0.97 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.429  Hew  much  of  a  problem  was.. Poor  roads .. during  your  visits  to 
this  part  of  Idaho. . 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

SI 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

200 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

100.0 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

Much 

(4) 

17 

1 

4 

12 

13 

16 

8.5 

5.6 

6.0 

10.4 

9.8 

8.8 

Same 

(3) 

42 

4 

11 

27 

31 

38 

21.0 

22.2 

16.4 

23.5 

23.3 

20.9 

Little 

(2) 

48 

5 

20 

23 

28 

43 

24.0 

27.8 

29.9 

20.0 

21.1 

23.6 

None  at  all 

(1) 

90 

7 

31 

52 

59 

83 

45.0 

38.9 

46.3 

45.2 

44.4 

45.6 

DK/NA 

(0) 

3 

1 

1 

1 

2 

2 

1.5 

5.6 

1.5 

0.9 

1.5 

1.1 

MEAN 

1.93 

1.94 

1.82 

1.99 

1.98 

1.93 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

1.01 

0.94 

0.92 

1.06 

1.04 

1.01 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.07 

0.23 

0.11 

0.10 

0.09 

0.08 

T  TEST  (DF-  195  ) 

0.05 

1.10 

1.02 

1.10 

0.05 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.96 

0.27 

0.31 

0.27 

0.96 

CHI  SQUARE 

4.2 

0.5 

P 

0.65 

0.91 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.430  How  much  of  a  problem  was.. Limited  access  due  to  private 
property/gates/ fences. .during  your  visits  to  this  part  of 
Idaho. . 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL 


Only  Only  Both  All 


All 


ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

200 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

100.0 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

Much 

(4) 

24 

1 

7 

16 

17 

23 

12.0 

5.6 

10.4 

13.9 

12.8 

12.6 

Same 

(3) 

27 

1 

6 

20 

21 

26 

13.5 

5.6 

9.0 

17.4 

15.8 

14.3 

Little 

(2) 

41 

10 

14 

17 

27 

31 

- 

20.5 

55.6 

20.9 

14.8 

20.3 

17.0 

None  at  all 

(1) 

102 

6 

39 

57 

63 

96 

51.0 

33.3 

58.2 

49.6 

47.4 

52.7 

DK/NA 

(0) 

6 

- 

1 

5 

5 

6 

3.0 

- 

1.5 

4.3 

3.8 

3.3 

MEAN 

1.86 

1.83 

1.71 

1.95 

1.94 

1.86 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

1.07 

0.76 

1.01 

1.13 

1.09 

1.09 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.08 

0.18 

0.12 

0.11 

0.10 

0.08 

T  TEST  (DF-  192  ) 

0.11 

1.40 

1.41 

1.40 

0.11 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.91 

0.16 

0.16 

0.16 

0.91 

CHI  SQUARE 

18.3 

1.0 

P 

0.01 

0.80 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Canter  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.431  How  much  of  a  problem  was.. Lack  of  game .. during  your  visits 
to  this  part  of  Idaho.. 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

SI 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

200 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

100.0 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

Much 

(4) 

11 

_ 

6 

5 

5 

11 

* 

5.5 

9.0 

4.3 

3.8 

6.0 

Same 

(3) 

27 

- 

8 

19 

19 

27 

13.5 

- 

11.9 

16.5 

14.3 

14.8 

Little 

(2) 

28 

5 

9 

14 

19 

23 

14.0 

27.8 

13.4 

12.2 

14.3 

12.6 

None  at  all 

(1) 

125 

12 

41 

72 

84 

113 

62.5 

66.7 

61.2 

62.6 

63.2 

62.1 

DK/NA 

(0) 

9 

1 

3 

5 

6 

8 

4.5 

5.6 

4.5 

4.3 

4.5 

4.4 

MEAN 

1.60 

1.29 

1.67 

1.61 

1.57 

1.63 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

0.93 

0.46 

1.02 

0.93 

0.88 

0.96 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.07 

0.11 

0.13 

0.09 

0.08 

0.07 

T  TEST  (DF-  189  ) 

1.43 

0.74 

0.12 

0.74 

1.43 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.15 

0.46 

0.90 

0.46 

0.15 

CHI  SQUARE 

8.9 

1.0 

P 

0.18 

0.81 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

6 

3 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.432  When  you  visited  this  area  the  last  time  what  tcwn  did  you 
use  for  access? 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

200 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

100.0 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

Murphy/ Or eana 

34 

2 

15 

17 

19 

32 

17.0 

11.1 

22.4 

14.8 

14.3 

17.6 

Bruneau 

26 

2 

3 

21 

23 

24 

13.0 

11.1 

4.5 

18.3 

17.3 

13.2 

Jordan  Valley 

15 

2 

9 

4 

6 

13 

7.5 

11.1 

13.4 

3.5 

4.5 

7.1 

Grandview 

12 

1 

3 

8 

9 

11 

6.0 

5.6 

4.5 

7.0 

6.8 

6.0 

Jackpot  NV. 

5 

1 

3 

1 

2 

4 

(via  Hwy.93) 

2.5 

5.6 

4.5 

0.9 

1.5 

2.2 

Duck  Valley  Indian 

4 

1 

— 

3 

4 

3 

Reservation 

2.0 

5.6 

- 

2.6 

3.0 

1.6 

Grasmere 

3 

• 

2 

1 

1 

3 

1.5 

- 

3.0 

0.9 

0.8 

1.6 

Buhl 

2 

_ 

- 

2 

2 

2 

1.0 

1.7 

1.5 

1.1 

Glenns  Ferry/Bliss/ 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

Hagermann 

0.5 

- 

- 

0.9 

0.8 

0.5 

MISC. 

52 

4 

21 

27 

31 

48 

26.0 

22.2 

31.3 

23.5 

23.3 

26.4 

D.K./N.A. 

46 

5 

11 

30 

35 

41 

23.0 

27.8 

16.4 

26.1 

26.3 

22.5 

CHI  SQUARE 

26.9 

4.5 

P 

0.14 

0.92 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

20 

10 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.433  When  you  were  in  this  part  of  Idaho  the  last  time  did  you 
use  the  services  of  an  outfitter  or  guide? 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


SI 

TOTAL 

Only 

ITR 

Only 

Saylor 

Both 

sites 

All 

ITR 

All 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

200 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

100.0 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

Yes 

3 

1 

2 

2 

3 

1.5 

- 

1.5 

1.7 

1.5 

1.6 

No 

197 

18 

66 

113 

131 

179 

98.5 

100.0 

98.5 

98.3 

98.5 

98.4 

CHI  SQUARE 

0.3 

- 

P 

0.85 

0.92 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

2 

1 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.434  Are  you  male  or  female? 


10 

Yr.  Visits 

10  Yr. 

Visits 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

200 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

100.0 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

Male 

106 

9 

35 

62 

71 

97 

53.0 

50.0 

52.2 

53.9 

53.4 

53.3 

Female 

94 

9 

32 

53 

62 

85 

47.0 

50.0 

47.8 

46.1 

46.6 

46.7 

CHI  SQUARE 

0.1 

- 

P 

0.94 

0.99 

DECREES  OF  FREEDOM 

2 

1 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.435  What  is  your  age? 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


TOTAL  Only  Only  Both  All  All 


ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

200 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

100.0 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

Under  20 

(18) 

2 

_ 

2 

2 

2 

1.0 

- 

1.7 

1.5 

1.1 

20  -  29 

(25) 

30 

4 

5 

21 

25 

26 

15.0 

22.2 

7.5 

18.3 

18.8 

14.3 

30  -  39 

(35) 

63 

3 

25 

35 

38 

60 

31.5 

16.7 

37.3 

30.4 

28.6 

33.0 

40  -  49 

(45) 

41 

4 

15 

22 

26 

37 

20.5 

22.2 

22.4 

19.1 

19.5 

20.3 

50  -  59 

(55) 

26 

2 

9 

15 

17 

24 

13.0 

11.1 

13.4 

13.0 

12.8 

13.2 

60  -  69 

(65) 

20 

3 

6 

11 

14 

17 

10.0 

16.7 

9.0 

9.6 

10.5 

9.3 

70  and  over 

(75) 

18 

2 

7 

9 

11 

16 

9.0 

11.1 

10.4 

7.8 

8.3 

8.8 

MEAN 

44.58 

46.67 

46.04 

43.40 

43.84 

44.37 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

15.25 

16.75 

14.47 

15.34 

15.58 

15.08 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

1.08 

3.95 

1.77 

1.43 

1.35 

1.12 

T  TEST  (DF-  198  ) 

0.61 

0.97 

1.28 

0.97 

0.61 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.54 

0.34 

0.20 

0.34 

0.54 

CHI  SQUARE 

9.1 

1.7 

P 

0.69 

0.94 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

12 

6 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Q.436  What  is  the  highest  level  of  formal  education  that  you  have 
completed? 


10  Yr.  Visits  10  Yr.  Visits 


«« 

TOTAL 

Only 

Only 

Both 

All 

All 

ITR 

Saylor 

sites 

ITR 

Saylor 

ANALYZED  RESPONDENTS 

20Q 

18 

67 

115 

133 

182 

100.0 

9.0 

33.5 

57.5 

66.5 

91.0 

Some/  completed 

(6) 

1 

_ 

1 

1 

1 

grade  school 

0.5 

0.9 

0.8 

0.5 

Seme  high  school 

(10) 

11 

1 

5 

5 

6 

10 

5.5 

5.6 

7.5 

4.3 

4.5 

5.5 

High  school  graduate 

(12) 

48 

8 

13 

27 

35 

40 

24.0 

44.4 

19.4 

23.5 

26.3 

22.0 

Some  college/vo-tech 

(14) 

72 

5 

24 

43 

48 

67 

Jr.  college 

36.0 

27.8 

35.8 

37.4 

36.1 

36.8 

College  grad  (4  yrs) 

(16) 

37 

2 

13 

22 

24 

35 

18.5 

11.1 

19.4 

19.1 

18.0 

19.2 

Graduate/ prof essnl 

(18) 

31 

2 

12 

17 

19 

29 

degree 

15.5 

11.1 

17.9 

14.8 

14.3 

15.9 

MEAN 

14.25 

13.56 

14.42 

14.26 

14.17 

14.32 

STANDARD  DEVIATION 

2.31 

2.17 

2.33 

2.29 

2.29 

2.31 

STANDARD  ERROR  OF  MEAN 

0.16 

0.51 

0.28 

0.21 

0.20 

0.17 

T  TEST  (DF-  198  ) 

1.35 

0.73 

0.08 

0.73 

1.35 

P  (TWO  TAILED) 

0.18 

0.47 

0.94 

0.47 

0.18 

CHI  SQUARE 

6.7 

1.0 

P 

0.75 

0.96 

DEGREES  OF  FREEDOM 

10 

5 

SAIC  Training  Range  Survey  -  1992 

Survey  Research  Center  -  Boise  State  University 
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Exhibit  A 


SPECIFIC 

AREA  SITES  VISITED 

IN  1991 

Specific  Sitae  Visited 
in  1991  in  Order  of 

Their  Popularity 

All 

Visits  in 

1991 

1991 

Visits 

to  the 

ITR  Area 

1991 

Visits  to 
the  SCR 

Area 

* 

% 

% 

Bruneau  River 

38.1 

29.4 

54.5 

Jarbidge  River 

27.0 

23.5 

38.6 

Owyhee  River 

25.4 

47.1 

11.4 

Murphy  Hot  Springs 

20.6 

20.6 

25.0 

Sheep  Creek 

20.6 

14.7 

29.5 

Pole  Creek 

15.9 

29.4 

18.2 

Jacks  Creek 

14.3 

14.7 

13.6 

Camas  Creek 

12.7 

23.5 

11.5 

Juniper  Basin 

11.1 

14.7 

11.5 

Juniper  Mountain 

11.1 

17.6 

9.1 

Battle  Creek 

11.1 

20.6 

13.6 

Deep  Creek 

11.1 

20.6 

9.1 

Saylor  Creek 

9.5 

8.8 

13.6 

Clover  Creek 

3.2 

5.9 

4.5 

Nickel  Creek 

1.6 

2.9 

2.3 

Other  volunteered  sites 

11.1 

14.7 

6.8 

NUMBER  OF  VISITS  IN  1991 

63 

34 

44 

Source:  Q. 59/TABLES  21-22,  Q. 101/TABLES  30-31,  Q. 143/TABLES  39-40 
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Exhibit  B 


■UMBER  OF  HOUSEHOLD  M9CHERS  WHO  MADE  THE  VISIT  IS  1991 


All 

Visits 

Visits  to 

Visits  in 

to  the 

the  SCR 

1991 

ITR  Area 

Area 

% 

% 

% 

One 

(1) 

22.2 

11.8 

22.7 

Two 

(2) 

42.9 

50.0 

43.2 

Three 

(3) 

11.1 

14.7 

9.1 

Four 

(4) 

11.1 

8.8 

9.1 

Five 

(5) 

4.6 

5.9 

6.8 

Six 

(6) 

3.2 

2.9 

4.5 

Seven 

(7) 

1.6 

- 

2.3 

Nine 

(9) 

1.6 

2.9 

- 

Ten  or 

more 

(10) 

1.6 

2.9 

2.3 

MEDIAN  NUMBER  OF 
MEMBERS  WHO  MADE 

FAMILY 

VISIT 

1.65 

1.76 

1.63 

NUMBER 

OF  VISITS 

IN  1991 

63 

34 

44 

Source:  Q. 77/TABLE  23,  Q. 119/TABLE  32,  Q. 161/TABLE  41 
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Exhibit  C 


ACTIVITIES  ENGAGED  IH  DURING  VISIT  IK  1991 


All 

Visits 

Visits  to 

Visits  in 

to  the 

the  8CR 

1991 

ITR  Area 

Area 

% 

% 

% 

Fishing 

54.0 

52.9 

54.5 

Hiking 

38.1 

41.2 

36.4 

Sightseeing 

23.8 

32.4 

20.5 

Hunting  -  unspecified 

12.7 

11.8 

11.4 

Car  camping 

11.1 

14.7 

9.1 

Hunting  -  upland  game 

9.5 

8.8 

13.6 

Hunting  -  big  game 

7.9 

11.8 

11.4 

Photography 

7.9 

11.8 

6.8 

Wildlife  viewing 

6.3 

8.8 

9.1 

Boating  -  raft/canoe/kayak 

6.3 

11.8 

4.5 

Hunting  -  water  fowl 

6.3 

8.8 

6.8 

Snowmobiling 

4.8 

8.8 

- 

Backpacking 

3.2 

5.9 

- 

Off-highway  driving  - 
ATV/truck/cycle 

3.2 

2.9 

4.5 

Rock  collecting 

1.6 

2.9 

- 

Boating  -  other  mentions 

1.6 

2.9 

- 

MISC. 

15.9 

14.7 

18.2 

NUMBER  OF  VISITS  IN  1991 

63 

34 

44 

Source:  Q. 81/TABLES  26-27,  Q. 123/TABLE  35,  Q. 165/TABLE  44 
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